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rules  end  regulotloes 


This  ssction  of  ths  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  rogulatofy  documsntt  having  ganaral  applicability  and  lagrf  offset  hmsI  of  sdilcli  ara 
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The  Coda  of  Fadaral  Regulations  Is  sold  by  the  Suparintandant  of  Documents.  Pricas  of  new  books  are  Nstad  hi  the  flrat  FEDCRAL 
REGISTER  Issue  of  each  month. 


Title  7 — Agriculture 

CHAPTER  IX-^AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  FRUITS.  VEGE¬ 
TABLES.  NUTS).  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

PART  928— PAPAYAS  GROWN  IN  HAWAII 

Expenses.  Rate  of  Assessment,  and 
Carryover  of  Unexpended  Funds 

This  document  authorizes  expenses  of 
$270,000,  for  the  maintenance  and  func¬ 
tioning  of  the  Papaya  Administrative 
Committee,  under  Marketing  Order  No. 
928,  for  the  fiscal  year  1976,  establishes 
an  assessment  rate  of  five  mills  ($0i)05) 
per  pound  of  papayas  handled  during 
such  year  by  each  first  handler  and  pro¬ 
vides  for  the  transfer  of  unexpended  as¬ 
sessment  fimds  from  the  inrevious  fiscal 
year  to  the  program’s  reserve. 

On  January  6, 1976,  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  in  the  Fxo- 
EHAL  Register  (41  FR  1077)  regarding 
proposed  expenses  and  the  related  rate 
of  assessment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
December  31,  1976,  and  carryova*  of  un¬ 
expended  funds,  pursiiant  to  the  mar¬ 
ket^  agreement  and  Order  No.  928  (7 
CFR  Part  928) ,  regulating  the  handling 
of  papayas  grown  in  Hawaii,  effective 
under  the  applicable  proviskms  of  the 
Agricultural  Maiicethig  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  UH.C.  601-674).  This  no¬ 
tice  afforded  interested  persons  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  submit  written  data,  views, 
or  arguments  with  respect  to  the  pro¬ 
posal  until  January  30,  1976.  None  were 
submitted. 

After  consideration  of  all  relevant 
matters  presented.  Including  the  pro¬ 
posals  set  forth  in  such  notice  which 
were  submitted  by  the  Papaya  Adminis¬ 
trative  Committee  (established  pursu¬ 
ant  to  said  marketing  agreonent  and 
order),  it  is  hereby  found  and  deter¬ 
mined  that: 

§  928.205  Expenses,  rate  of  assessment, 
and  carryover  of  unexpended  funds. 

(a)  Expenses.  Expenses  that  are  rea¬ 
sonable  and  likely  to  be  Incurred  by  the 
Papaj^  Administrative  Committee  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  January  1,  1976,  throu^ 
December  31,  1976,  will  amoimt  to 
$270,000. 

(b)  Rate  of  assessment.  The  rate  of 
assessment  for  said  period,  payable  by 
each  handler  in  accordance  with  §  928.- 
41,  is  fixed  at  $0,005  per  pound  of 
papayas. 

(c)  Reserve.  Unexpended  assessment 
funds  in  excess  of  expenses  incurred 
during  the  fiscal  year  ended  Deconber 
31,  1975,  shall  be  carried  over  as  a  re¬ 
serve  in  accordance  with  applicable  pro¬ 
visions  of  S  928.42  of  the  marketing 
agreement  and  order. 


Terms  used  in  the  maiketlng  agree¬ 
ment  and  this  part  shall,  t^en  used 
herein,  have  the  same  meaning  as  is 
given  to  the  respective  term  in  said  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  this  part. 

It  is  hereby  further  found  that  good 
cause  exists  for  not  postponing  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  hereof  until  SO  days  after  pub¬ 
lication  in  the  Federal  Register  (5 
UJS.C.  553)  in  that  (1)  shiiunaits  (ff  pa¬ 
payas  are  now  being  made;  (2)  the  rele¬ 
vant  provisions  of  said  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  this  part  require  that  the  rate 
of  assessment  fixed  for  a  particular  fiscal 
period  shall  be  applicable  to  all  assess¬ 
able  papayas  from  the  beginning  of  such 
period:  and  (3)  such  period  began  on 
January  1,  1976,  and  the  rate  of  assess¬ 
ment  herein  fix^  wUl  automatically  ap¬ 
ply  to  all  assessable  papayas  beginning 
with  such  date. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  UA.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  February  2, 1976. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Depuiy  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service. 

[FR  Doc.76-3538  FUed  2-5-76,8:45  am) 


CHAPTER  XVIII— FARMERS  HOME  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRI¬ 
CULTURE 

SUBCHAPTER  F— SECURITY  SERVICING  AND 
UQUIDATIONS 

[FmHA  Instruction  455.1] 

PART  1871— CHATTEL  SECURITY 

Liquidation  of  Chattel  Property  and  Related 
Actions 

Section  1871.S3(b)  (3),  (5)  and  (7)  of 
CTiapter  XVlll,  Title  7,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  (36  PR  1118)  is  amended. 
The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to 
delete  procedural  references  to  Emer- 
g«icy  loan  regulations  in  i  1871.3(b)  (3) 
which  are  no  longer  applicable  under 
the  revised  Part  1832,  to  correct  cross- 
references  in  paragraph  (b)5  and  7 
of  this  section,  and  change  the  FmHA 
form  used  to  remit  payment  in  para¬ 
graph  (c). 

'This  amendment  is  being  published 
without  notice  of  proposed  rule  making 
Inasmuch  as  it  contains  only  editorial 
changes  and,  therefore,  exempt  from 
the  public  participation  requirements 
prescribed  by  5  UH.C.  553. 

As  amended,  S  1871.33(b)  (3),  (5)  and 
(7) ;  and  (c)  read  as  follows: 

§  187133  Distribution  of  proceeds  of 
liquidation  sales. 


(b) 

ceeds. 


Order  of  payment  of  sales  pro- 


(3)  To  pay  rent  for  the  current  cnv 
year  out  of  the  proceeds  from  the  sale 
of  other  than  basic  security  or  EO  prop¬ 
erty  provided  there  are  no  liens  Junior 
to  FmHA’s  other  than  the  landlord’s 
lien,  if  any,  and  the  bmrower  ctmsents 
in  writing  to  such  payment. 

G  #  •  #  • 

(5)  To  pay  liens  Junior  to  those  of 
FmHA  in  accordance  with  their  priori¬ 
ties  on  the  property  sold,  Iroludlng  any 
landlord’s  liens  for  rent  unless  such  hens 
already  have  been  paid  under  paragraidi 
(b)  (2)  and  (3)  of  this  section.  Junior 
liens  wUl  not  be  paid  unless,  upon  re¬ 
quest,  the  lienholder  furnishes  reason- 
aide  proof  of  the  existence  and  amount 
of  his  lien. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(7)  To  pay  rent  for  the  currmt  crop 
year,  if  the  borrower  omsents  in  writ¬ 
ing  to  such  payment  and  if  such  rent 
has  not  already  been  paid  as  provided 
in  paragnmh  (b)  (2)  (3) ,  or  (5)  of  this 
section. 

(c)  Receipts.  Receipts  will  be  obtained 
for  all  amounts  paid  out  oi  the  sale  pro¬ 
ceeds  and  retained  in  the  borrowv’t 
case  file.  Form  FInHA  451-3  ^Schedule 
of  Remittance.”  will  be  prepared  only 
for  the  total  amount  remitted  to  the 
FknHA  for  credit  to  the  borrower’s  in¬ 
debtedness.  Such  amount  win  be  re¬ 
mitted  to  the  Fbiance  Offlce  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  Part  1882  of  this  cluster. 

•  •  •  *  • 

(7  UAXr.  1969:  42  TT.aC.  1480;  42  UJ3.C.  2942, 

5  UA.C.  SOI;  See.  10  PI,.  98-887,  88  Stat 
392;  drtegatlop  ot  authoriqr  by  ttie  See.  ot 
Agrl.,  7  CFR  283;  (Megatlon  of  authority  by 
the  Asst.  Sec.  (or  Rural  DevekHuuent,  7  CFR 
2.70;  delegattous  of  authority  by  Dir.,  OEO 
29  FR  14764,  33  FR  9850.) 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  is  ef¬ 
fective  February  6,  1976. 

Dated:  January  28.  1976. 

Frank  B.  Elliott, 
Administrator, 

Farmers  Home  Administration. 
[FR  DOC.76-S5S9  FUed  2-6-76;8:45  am] 
Title  7  continued  on  page  5400 

Title  9 — Animals  and  Anbnal  Products 

CHAPTER  I— ANIMAL  AND  PLANT  HEALTH 
INSPECTION  SERVICE.  DEPARTMENT 
OF  AGRICULTURE 

SUBCHAPTER  C— INTERSTATE  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION  OF  ANIMALS  ffNCLUDINO  POULTRV) 
AND  ANIMAL  PffOOUCTS 

PART  78— SCABIES  IN  CATTLE 
CIsilfiCBlIon  of  Regulations 

The  purpose  of  these  amoidmmits  Is 
to  update  and  clarify  the  regulations  con¬ 
tained  in  Part  73. 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


Statement  of  considerations.  On  Octo¬ 
ber  14,  1975,  there  was  published  In  the 
Federal  Register  (40  FR  48140- 
48141),  a  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
which  would  update  and  clarify  the  reg¬ 
ulations  contained  in  Part  73. 

The  changes  proposed  and  the  circum¬ 
stances  requiring  these  changes  are  as 
follows:  (1)  Provisions  would  be  added 
whereby  a  State  inspector  as  well  as  a 
Veterinary  Services  inspector  may  super¬ 
vise  the  dipping  of  scabies  affected  and 
exposed  cattle  to  reflect  State  participa¬ 
tion  in  the  Cooi>erative  Program  for  the 
eradication  of  Scabies  in  Cattle  and  the 
terms  “Veterinary  Services  inspector” 
and  “State  inspector”  would  be  defined 
for  clarification;  (2)  a  time  limitation  of 
10  days  during  which  cattle  may  be 
moved  interstate  following  inspection 
would  be  added  to  the  regulations  to 
reflect  an  operating  procedure  long  in 
effect;  (3)  conditions  for  movement  of 
cattle  affected  with  scabies  'would  be 
modified  to  conform  with  other  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  regulations  of  Part  73  which 
allow  movement  of  such  cattle  \mder  cer¬ 
tain  conditions  and  which  would  relieve 
present  restrictions  on  such  movements 
which  do  not  appear  to  be  necessary; 

(4)  the  term  “means  of  conveyance” 
would  be  inserted  in  lieu  of  the  terms 
“car,”  “cars,”  “cars  or  boats,”  and  “cars 
or  other  vehicles”  wherever  used  in  the 
regulation  to  reflect  the  change  in  trans¬ 
portation  practices;  and  (5)  would  mod¬ 
ify  the  requirements  for  dipping  exposed 
cattle  and  cattle  from  quarantined  areas 
to  conform  with  directions  for  permitted 
dips  used;  such  change  would  be  con¬ 
sistent  with  existing  practice. 

A  period  of  30  days  was  allowed  for 
submission  of  comments.  Only  two  com¬ 
ments,  one  from  the  American  National 
Cattlemen  Association  and  the  other 
from  the  Texas  Cattle  Feeders  Associa¬ 
tion  were  received.  Both  associations 
commented  favorably  on  the  proposed 
amendments  but  suggested  that  addi¬ 
tional  substantive  changes  in  the  regula¬ 
tions  in  Part  73  be  considered  relating  to 
additional  and  alternative  procedures 
for  shipping  and  dipping  of  cattle,  and 
to  alternatives  for  the  dipping  of  cattle 
in  vats. 

After  due  consideration  of  these  sug¬ 
gestions  it  was  determined  that  they  are 
beyond  the  scope  of  these  amendments 
and  that  in  order  to  effectively  continue 
the  quarantine  policy  established  in 
§  73.1(b)  the  amendment  of  the  existing 
regulations  beyond  changes  contained  in 
the  proposal  would  be  a  proper  subject 
for  possible  separate  consideration  at  a 
future  date  as  part  of  the  continuing 
process  of  amending  the  regulations  that 
will  reflect  the  best  available  procedures 
and  technology. 

Therefore,  after  due  consideration  of 
all  relevant  information  available  includ¬ 
ing  that  submitted  pursuant  to  ^e  notice 
of  October  14, 1975,  the  proposal  is  here¬ 
by  adopted  without  change. 

Accordingly,  Part  73,  Title  9,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  Is  amended  in  the 
following  respects: 

1.  A  new  S  73.1c  is  added  to  read: 


§  73.1e  Definitions. 

For  purposes  of  this  Part  the  follow¬ 
ing  terms  shall  have  the  meaning  set 
forth  in  this  section. 

(a)  Veterinary  Services  Inspector.  A 
veterinarian  or  livestock  Inspector  em¬ 
ployed  by  Veterinary  Services.  Animal 
and  Plant  Health  Inspection  Service,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  in  animal 
health  activities,  who  is  authorized  to 
perform  the  function  Involved, 

(b)  State  Inspector.  A  veterinarian  or 
livestock  inspector  regularly  employed  in 
animsd  health  activities  by  a  State  or  a 
political  subdivision  thereof,  authorized 
by  such  State  or  political  siibdivislon 
to  perform  the  fimction  involved  under 
a  cooperative  agreement  with  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture. 

§  73.1  [Amendedl 

2.  In  §  73.1,  in  paragraph  (a)  the 
phrase  “except  as  provided  in  this  part.” 
is  added  immediately  after  the  last  word 
of  the  paragraph. 

§  73.2  [Amended] 

3.  In  S  73.2,  the  section  heading  is 
amended  to  read:  Interstate  shipment 
for  immediate  slaughter  from  quaran¬ 
tined  or  nonquarantined  areas;  condi¬ 
tions  under  which  permitted.;  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)  the  term  “or  State  inspector,” 
is  added  immediately  after  the  term 
“Veterinary  Services  Inspector”;  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)  (2)  the  term  “cars”  is  deleted 
and  the  term  “means  of  conveyance”  is 
inserted  in  lieu  thereof ;  in  paragraph  (d) 
the  phrase  “within  10  days  prior  to  the 
date  of  shipment”  is  added  immediately 
after  the  term  “State  inspector”;  and  in 
imragraph  (c)  the  proviso  including  par¬ 
agraph  (c)  (1)  is  amended  to  read: 

(c)  •  •  •  Provided.  That  means  of 
conveyance  in  which  the  cattle  are  trans¬ 
ported  shall  be  placarded  and  the  billing 
accompanying  the  shipment  shall  be 
marked  “Cattle  Exposed  to  Scabies”  in 
accordance  with  §  73.6. 

§  73.3  [Amended] 

4.  In  §  73.3,  in  the  first  sentence  the 
term  “or  State  inspector,”  is  added  im¬ 
mediately  after  the  term  “Veterinary 
Services  inspector”;  the  term  “or  State 
supervision”  is  added  immediately  after 
the  term  “Veterinary  Services  supervi¬ 
sion”  the  first  time  ^e  terms  appear  in 
the  first  sentence;  and  in  the  last  sen¬ 
tence  the  term  “cars”  is  deleted  and  the 
term  “means  of  conveyance”  is  inserted 
in  lieu  thereof. 

§  73.4  [Amended] 

5.  In  S  73.4,  the  section  heading  is 
amended  to  read:  Interstate  shipment 
of  exposed  but  not  visibly  diseased  cat¬ 
tle  from  a  quarantined  or  nonquaran¬ 
tined  area;  conditions  under  which  per¬ 
mitted.;  the  term  “cars”  is  deleted  each 
time  it  appears  and  the  term  “means  of 
conveyance”  is  inserted  in  lieu  thereof; 
immediately  after  the  word  “dipped”  the 
first  time  it  appears,  the  word  “once”  is 
deleted;  and  Immediately  after  the  term 
“Veterinary  Services  inspector”  the  term 
“or  State  inspector”  is  added. 


§  73.5  [Amended] 

6.  In  S  73.5,  in  the  first  sentence  the 
phrase  “within  10  days  prior  to  the  date 
of  shipment  and”  is  added  immediately 
after  the  term  “State  inspector”;  and  in 
the  second  sentence  immediately  after 
the  phrase  “and  all  exposed  her^  have 
been  dipped”  the  word  “once”  is  deleted. 

§  73.6  [Amended] 

7.  In  §  73.6,  in  the  section  heading  the 
term  “cars,”  in  the  first  sentence  the 
term  “cars,”  and  in  the  last  sentence  the 
terms  “car,”  “cars,”  and  “cars  or  boats,” 
are  deleted  each  time  these  terms  ap¬ 
pear  and  the  term  “means  of  convey¬ 
ance”  is  Inserted  in  lieu  thereof;  and  in 
the  last  sentence  the  term  “or  State  in¬ 
spector”  is  added  immediately  after  the 
term  “Veterinary  Services  inspector.” 

§  73.7  [Amended] 

8.  In  §  73.7  in  the  third  proviso  the 
term  “or  State  inspector”  is  added  im¬ 
mediately  after  the  term  “Veterinary 
Services  inspector.” 

§  73.8  [Amended] 

9.  In  S  73.8,  in  paragraph  (b)  in  the 
paragraph  heading,  the  term  “or  State” 
is  added  Immediately  after  the  term 
“Veterinary  Services”;  in  the  text  of  the 
paragraph  the  term  “cars  or  other  ve¬ 
hicles”  is  deleted  and  the  term  “means 
of  conveyance”  is  inserted  in  lieu  thereof ; 
and  the  term  “or  Stae  inspector”  is  added 
immediately  after  the  term  “Veterinary 
Services  inspector.” 

§  73.10  [Amended] 

10.  In  §  73.10  in  paragraph  (a)  (2)  the 
last  sentence  is  amended  by  adding  the 
term  “or  State  inspector”  immediately 
after  the  term  “Veterinary  Services  in¬ 
spector.” 

§  73.11  [Amended] 

11.  In  §  73.11,  the  section  heading  is 
amended  to  read:  Treatment  of  means 
of  conveyance  and  premises  having  con¬ 
tained  scabby  cattle.;  and  in  the  text  of 
the  paragraph  the  term  “cars  and  other 
vehicles”  is  deleted  and  the  term  “means 
of  conveyance”  is  inserted  in  lieu  thereof. 

(Secs.  4-7,  23  Stat.  32,  secs.  1,  2,  32  Stat.  791, 
secs.  1-4,  33  Stat.  1264;  21  U.S.C.  Ill,  116,  117, 
120,  121,  123-126;  37  FR  28464,  28477;  38  PR 
19141.) 

Effective  date.  The  foregoing  amend¬ 
ments  shall  become  effective  February 
6,  1976. 

The  amendments  clarify  and  update 
the  regulations  of  Part  73  relating  to  cat¬ 
tle  scabies  and  do  not  impose  or  relieve 
any  restrictions.  The  amendments  should 
be  made  effective  promptly  to  be  of  max¬ 
imum  benefit  to  persons  affected.  It  does 
not  appear  that  further  public  participa¬ 
tion  in  this  rulemaking  proceeding  would 
make  additional  relevant  information 
available  to  the  Department. 

Accordingly,  under  the  administrative 
procedure  provisions  in  5  U.S.C.  553,  it 
is  found  upon  good  cause  that  further 
notice  and  other  public  procedure  with 
respect  to  the  amendments  are  imprac¬ 
ticable  and  unnecessary,  and  good  cause 
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Is  found  for  making  them  effective  less 
than  30  days  after  publication  in  the  Fte- 
EKAL  Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  2nd 
day  of  February,  1976. 

J.  M.  Hejl, 

Deputy  Administrator,  Veteri- 
nary  Services.  ArUmal  and 
Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service. 

[PR  Doc.76-3482  Piled  2-6-76;8:46  am] 

Title  12 — Banks  and  Banking 

CHAPTER  III— FEDERAL  DEPOSIT 
INSURANCE  CORPORATION 

SUBCHAPTER  Ar— PROCEDURE  AND  RULES  OF 
PRACTICE 

PART  304— FORMS.  INSTRUCTIONS, 
REPORTS 

Remote  Service  FacITities 
Correction 

In  FR  Doc.76-1456,  appearing  at  page 
2630  in  the  issue  for  Monday,  January  19, 
1976,  make  the  following  changes: 

1.  In  paragraph  (e)  of  S  304.3  on  page 
2631,  the  fourth  word  of  the  second  line 
should  read  “application”. 

2.  In  the  first  line  of  the  first  full  para¬ 
graph  of  column  two  on  page  2631,  the 
U.S.  Code  section  cited  should  read 
“553(b)”. 

3.  The  effective  date  given  in  column 
two  on  page  2631  should  read,  “Janu¬ 
ary  19, 1976.” 


Title  13 — Business  Credit  arKl  Assistance 

CHAPTER  III — ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT 
ADMINISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF 
COMMERCE 

PART  305— PUBLIC  WORKS  AND 
development  FACILITIES  PROGRAM 

Appalachian  Region 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in  It 
by  Section  701  of  the  Public  Works  and 
F,c/>wnmir.  Development  Act  of  1965,  as 
amended,  the  Economic  Development 
Administration  hereby  amends  Part  305 
of  13  C:FR  Chapter  m. 

Part  305  is  amended  by  revoking 
1 305.52  Appalachian  Region  in  its  en¬ 
tirety.  Ihe  revocation  of  this  regulation, 
which  previously  implemented  Sec.  104 
of  the  Public  Works  and  Economic  De¬ 
velopment  Act  of  1965,  is  necessary  be¬ 
cause  Sec.  104  has  been  repealed.  The 
former  Sec.  104  provided  that  none'of  the 
fxmds  appropriated  for  Title  I  of  the 
Public  Works  and  Economic  Develop¬ 
ment  Act  of  1965  could  be  used  for  any 
project  in  any  area  which  is  within  the 
Appalachian  region  which  is  approved 
for  assistance  under  the  Appalachian 
Regional  Development  Act  of  1965.  Sec¬ 
tion  104  was  repealed  by  Sec.  123  of  Re¬ 
gional  Devdopment  Act  (tf  1975,  PJLi.  94- 
188,  approved  December  31,  1975. 

In  that  the  material  contained  ha%- 
In  is  a  matter  relating  to  the  EDA  grant 
and  loan  program  and  because  imme¬ 
diate  corrective  action  is  necessary,  the 
relevant  provisions  of  the  Administra¬ 
tive  Procedure  Act  (5  U.S.C.  553)  re¬ 
quiring  notice  of  the  proposed  rulemak¬ 


ing,  opportunity  for  public  participation 
and  delay  in  effective  date  are  inappli¬ 
cable. 

Consideration  has  beoi  given  as  to 
whether  this  amendment  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  constitutes  a  major  prop>osal  with 
an  inflationary  impact  within  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  OMB  Circuiar  A-107  and  the  in¬ 
terpretative  guidelines  as  issued  by  the 
Department  of  Commerce.  It  has  been 
determined  that  this  amendment  does 
not  constitute  action  requiring  an  in¬ 
flationary  impact  statement. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing. 
Part  305  is  hereby  amended. 

§  305.52  [Removed] 

1.  Section  305.52  is  revoked  in  its  en¬ 
tirety. 

(Sec.  701,  Pub.  L.  80-136,  79  Stat.  670  (42 
U.S.C.  3121);  Department  of  Commerce 
ganlzatlon  Order  10-4,  40  FR  56702.) 

Effective  date:  This  amendment  be¬ 
comes  effective  on  February  6, 1976. 

(It  is  hereby  certified  that  the  eco¬ 
nomic  and  inflationary  impacts  of  thia 
regulation  have  been  carefully  evaluated 
in  accordance  with  OMB  Circular  A- 
107.) 

Dated:  January  30,  1976. 

WiUfER  D.  Mizell, 
Assistant  Secretary 
for  Economic  Development. 

[FR  Doe.76-3618  FUed  2-6-76:8:46  am] 


Title  14— Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

[Airworthiness  Docket  No.  67-SW-68;  Arndt. 
39-2606] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Bell  Models  47G^  47G-2A.  470^8, 
47G-2A-1.  47G-3B-1,  47G-3B-2. 

47G-4,  47&-^  47G-5,  47J-2  and 
47J— 2A  Helicopters 

Amendment  39-2486,  41  Fit.  1738,  AD 
76-01-06,  requires  removal  of  tail  rotor 
blades,  P/N  47—642—102,  and  installation 
of  the  tall  rotor  blades.  P/N  47-642-117, 
on  certain  Bell  Model  47  series  helicop¬ 
ters.  After  issuing  Amendment  39-2486, 
the  agency  was  petitioned  by  the  Heli¬ 
copter  Association  of  America  to  extend 
the  effective  date  from  February  15, 1976, 
to  March  15, 1976,  to  allow  time  for  them 
to  submit  a  proposal  for  an  alternative 
to  replacement  of  the  noted  tail  rotor 
blades.  The  agency  re(X)gniaes  and  appre¬ 
ciates  the  impact  of  the  airworthiness 
directive  on  the  Bell  Model  47  heli¬ 
copter  operators  and  believes  it  is  in  the 
public  interest  to  grant  the  extension. 
Therefore,  the  AD  is  beii«  amended  to 
provide  an  extension  the  effective  date 
from  February  15.  1976,  to  March  15, 
1976.  The  agency  notes  that  AD  70-10-8 
is  applicable  and  effective  for  all  Model  47 
helicopters. 

Since  this  amendment  provides  an  ex¬ 
tension  in  the  effective  date  and  imposes 
no  additional  burden  on  any  person,  no¬ 
tice  and  public  procedure  hereon  are  un¬ 


necessary  and  the  amendment  may  be 
made  effective  in  less  than  30  daya 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegate  to 
me  by  the  Administrator.  31  Fit.  13697, 
S  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Avlatkm 
Regulations,  Amendment  39-3486,  41 
Fit.  1738,  AD  76-01-06,  is  amended  by 
extrading  the  effective  date  from  Feb¬ 
ruary  15.  1976,  to  March  15.  1976. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
January  22. 1976. 

This  amendment  is  made  under  the 
authority  of  Sections  313(a) .  601,  and  603 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  oi  1958  (49 
U.S.C.  1354(a) .  1421,  and  1423)  and  of 
Section  6(c)  of  the  Departmrat  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  16S5(c) ). 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Texas,  on  Janu¬ 
ary  22, 1976. 

Henkt  L.  Newman, 
Director,  Southwest  Region. 

[FR  Doc.76-3500  FUeU  2-6-76:8:45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  76-80-8] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS.  AREA  LOW  ROUTES.  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Revocation  of  Transition  Area 
Ihe  purpose  of  this  amendment  to  Part 
71  oi  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
to  revoke  the  McRae.  Ga..  transition  area. 

The  McRae  transition  area,  described 
in  §  71.181  (41  F.R.  440) ,  was  designated 
to  provide  controlled  airspace  protection 
for  IFR  operations  at  Tdfair-Wheeler 
Airport.  utilisation  of  the  nondirec- 
tional  radio  beacon  which  supported  the 
instrument  approach  procedure  to  the 
airport  has  bera  changed  from  IFR  to 
VFR.  As  there  is  no  navigational  aid  at 
the  airport  upon  which  instrument 
operaMras  can  be  predicated,  there  is  no 
longer  a  need  for  the  transition  area. 
Since  this  amendment  lessens  the  burden 
on  the  public,  notice  and  pidalic  iHxice- 
dure  hereon  are  unnecessary. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0901  Om.t.,  March  25, 
1976.  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  i  71.181  (41  FJR.  440) .  the  McRae. 
Qa.,  transition  area  is  revoked. 

This  amendment  is  made  imder  the  au¬ 
thority  of  Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal 
AvlaUon  Act  of  1958  (49  D.S.C.  1348(a) ) 
and  of  Sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  Janu¬ 
ary  28. 1976. 

Phillip  M.  Swatek, 
Director,  Southern  Region. 
(PR  Doe.76-3501  FUed  2-6-76:8:45  am] 


[Alnpace  Docket  No.  76-SO-4] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROIITES.  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 
The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
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to  alter  the  Campbellsville,  Ky..  transi¬ 
tion  area. 

The  Campbellsville  transition  area  Is 
described  in  $71,181  (41  F.R.  440).  In 
the  description,  an  extension,  predicated 
on  the  229*  bearing  from  Salisbury  RBN, 
was  designated  to  provide  controlled  air¬ 
space  protection  for  IFR  aircraft  execut¬ 
ing  the  NDB-A  Instrument  Approach 
Procedure.  The  final  approach  bearing 
has  been  changed  to  203*.  It  is  necessary 
to  alter  Uie  descripticm  to  reflect  this 
change.  Since  this  amendment  is  minor 
In  nature,  notice  and  public  procediure 
hereon  are  imnecessary. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0901,  March  25,  1976, 
as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  $  71.181  (41  P.R.  440) ,  the  Camp¬ 
bellsville,  Ky.,  transition  area  is  amended 
as  follo-^: 

,  21  ...”  is  deleted  and  “.  .  .  203* 

..."  is  substituted  therefor. 

This  amendment  is  made  under  the  au¬ 
thority  of  Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a) ) 
and  of  Sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  Janu¬ 
ary  28, 1976. 

Phillip  M.  Swatek, 
Director.  Southern  Region. 

(PR  Doc.76-3502  PUed  2-6-76:8:45  ami 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  75-80-154] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS.  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON- 
■  TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Designation  of  Transition  Area 

On  December  19,  1975,  a  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rulemaking  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (40  F.R.  58863), 
stating  that  the  Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration  was  considering  an  amendment 
to  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regu¬ 
lations  that  would  designate  the  Manteo, 
N.C.,  transition  area. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
omiortunity  to  participate  in  the  rule- 
making  through  the  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  There  were  no  (xmiments  received. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0901  G.m.t.,  March  25, 
1976,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  $  71.181  (41  FR.  440) ,  the  following 
transition  area  is  added; 

Manteo,  N.C. 

That  airspace  extending  upwards  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  5-mUe  radius 
of  Manteo  Airport  (latitude  3S*55'07"  N., 
longitude  75*41 '43"  W.) ;  within  8  miles  each 
side  of  the  343*  bearing  from  the  Manteo 
BBN  (latitude  35*54'66"  N..  longitude  75*41' 
42"  W.),  extending  from  the  5-mUe  radius 
area  to  8.5  miles  north  of  the  BBN. 

This  amehdment  Is  made  under  the 
authority  of  Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal 


Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a) ) 
and  of  Sec.  6(c)  of  the  Departm^t  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

Issued  In  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  January 
28,  1976. 

Phillip  M.  Swatek, 
Director,  Southern  Region. 
[PR  Doc.76-3503  PUed  2-5-76;8:46  am] 


(Docket  No.  15373;  Arndt.  No.  93-32] 

PART  93— SPECIAL  AIR  TRAFFIC  RULES 
AND  AIRPORT  TRAFHC  AREAS 

Revocation  of  the  Columbia  River  Seaplane 
Base  Special  Air  Traffic  Rule 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Part  93  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  to  revoke  the  special  rule  ap¬ 
plicable  to  the  Columbia  River  Seaplane 
Base  near  Portland,  Oregon. 

On  August  29,  1967,  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration  promulgated  Sub- 
p>art  H  to  Part  93  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (32  FR  12747)  establishing 
special  rules  for  operating  aircraft  to  or 
from  the  Pearson  Airpark  and  the  Co¬ 
lumbia  River  Seaplane  Base.  The  prox¬ 
imity  of  these  airports  to  Portland  Inter¬ 
national  Airport  was  such  that  special 
communications  requirements  and  spe¬ 
cial  approach  and  departure  patterns 
were  required  in  the  interest  of  safety. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
has  been  notified,  pursuant  to  Part  157 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations,  that 
the  Columbia  River  Seaplane  Base  has 
been  abandoned  and  that  flight  opera¬ 
tions  are  no  longer  being  conducted  at 
that  airport.  Therefore,  the  rule  ap¬ 
plicable  to  aircraft  operations  conducted 
to  or  from  that  airport  may  be  revoked. 

Because  the  special  air  traffic  rule  ap¬ 
plicable  to  the  Columbia  River  Seaplane 
Base  is  an  obsolete  regulation  having  no 
substantive  effect  on  any  person,  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  requirements  of  5  U.S.C.  553  Is 
unnecessary.  Since  this  amendment 
merely  revokes  an  obsolete  regulation,  it 
may  also  be  made  effective  in  less  than 
30  days. 

Authoritt:  Section  307  and  313(a)  erf 
the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C. 
SS  1348  and  1354(a)):  and  Section  6(c)  of 
the  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  f  1655(c)). 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Sub¬ 
part  H  of  Part  93  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations  is  amended,  effective 
February  5, 1976,  as  follows: 

1.  In  $  93.101,  the  words  “or  the 
Columbia  River  Seaplane  Base”  follow¬ 
ing  the  words  “Pearson  Airpark”  are 
deleted. 

2.  In  $  93.103,  the  words  “or  the 
Columbia  River  Seaplane  Base”  follow¬ 
ing  the  words  “Pearson  Airpark”  are 
deleted. 

3.  Section  93.107  is  revoked  in  its  en¬ 
tirety. 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Janu 
ary  30, 1976. 

James  E.  Dow, 
Acting  Administrator. 
[FR  DOC.7&-3504  FUed  2-5-76;8:45  am] 


Title  16 — Commercial  Practices 

CHAPTER  II— CONSUMER  PRODUCT 
SAFETY  COMMISSION 

PART  1512— REQUIREMENTS  FOR 
BICYCLES 

Bicycle  Safety  Regulations  as  Amended 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  76-2464,  appearing  at  page 
4144  in  the  issue  for  Wednesday,  January 
28,  1976,  delete  the  effective  date  at  the 
top  of  the  third  column  on  page  4151. 


Title  19 — Customs  Duties 

CHAPTER  I— UNITED  STATES  CUSTOMS 
SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREAS¬ 
URY 

[T.D.  76-41] 

PART  6— AIR  COMMERCE  REGULATIONS 

Aircraft  Owned  or  Chartered  by  Air 
Travel  Clubs 

On  February  18,  1975,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (40  FR  6988),  which 
proposed  to  amend  paragraphs  (a)  and 
(c)  of  §  6.3  of  the  Customs  Regulations 
(19  CFR  6.3  (a),  (c))  by  specifying  that 
aircraft  utilized  by  members  of  air  travel 
clubs,  whether  the  aircraft  are  owned  or 
chartered  by  such  clubs,  shall  be  treated 
as  aircraft  carrying  passengers  for  hire. 
The  aircraft  utilized  by  members  of  air 
travel  clubs  have,  by  Interpretation,  been 
treated  by  the  Customs  Service  as  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  entry  and  clearance  require¬ 
ments  of  $  6.3  of  the  Customs  Regula¬ 
tions.  The  proposed  amendment  would 
incorporate  this  interpretation  into  the 
Customs  Regulations. 

After  consideration  of  the  comment 
received,  it  has  been  determined  that 
the  proposed  amendment  should  be 
adopted  as  set  forth  in  the  notice. 

Accordingly,  §  6.3  of  the  Customs  Reg¬ 
ulations  (19  CFR  6.3)  is  amended  in  the 
following  maimer: 

1.  Paragraph  (a)  is  amended  by  in¬ 
serting  the  following  sentences  after  the 
first  sentence  in  that  paragraph;  and 

2.  Paragraph  (c)  is  amended  by  in¬ 
serting,  the  following  sentence  after  the 
first  sentence  in  that  paragraph. 

§  6.3  Entry  and  clearance. 

(a)  •  •  *  Aircraft  utilized  by  members 
of  air  travel  clubs,  whether  such  air¬ 
craft  be  owned  or  chartered  by  the  air 
travel  clubs,  shall  be  treated  as  carrying 
passengers  for  hire.  •  •  • 

(c)  •  •  •  Aircraft  utilized  by  mon- 
bers  of  air  travel  clubs,  whether  such 
aircraft  be  owned  or  chartered  by  the  air 
travel  clubs,  shall  be  treated  as  carrying 
passengers  for  hire.  •  •  • 
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(R.S.  251,  as  amended,  sec.  624,  46  Stat.  769, 
sec.  1109,  72  Stat.  799,  as  amended  (19  IT.S.C. 
66,  1624,  49  n.S.C.  1509) ) 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  on  or  before  March  8, 
1976. 

G.  R.  Dickerson, 
Acting  Commissioner  of  Customs. 

Approved:  January  29, 1976. 

David  R.  Macdonald, 

Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury 

[PR  Doc.76-3691  PUed  2-5-76;8;45  am) 


Title  21 — Food  and  Drugs 

CHAPTER  I — FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINIS 
TRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH 
EDUCATION.  AND  WELFARE 

SUBCHAPTER  E— ANIMAL  DRUGS,  FEEDS,  AND 
RELATED  PRODUCTS 

PART  522— IMPLANTATION  OR  INJECT¬ 
ABLE  FORM  NEW  ANIMAL  DRUGS  NOT 
SUBJECT  TO  CERTIFICATION 

Chorionic  Gonadotropin 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
has  evaluated  a  new  animal  drug  ap¬ 
plication  (47-055V)  of  Carter-Qlogau 
Laboratories  Division,  Chromalloy  Phar¬ 
maceuticals,  Inc.,  5160  West  Bethany 
Home  Rd.,  Glendale,  AZ  85301,  propos¬ 
ing  safe  and  effective  use  of  chorionic 
gonadotropin  for  injection  in  treating 
cows  for  nsmiphomania  due  to  cystic 
ovaries.  The  application  is  approved,  ef¬ 
fective  February  6,  1976. 

The  Commissioner  is  amending  Part 
522  to  reflect  this  approval. 

In  accordance  with  §  514.11(e)  (2)  (ii) 
(21  CFR  514.11(e)  (2)  (il))  of  the  ani¬ 
mal  drug  regulations,  a  summary  of  the 
safety  and  effectiveness  of  data  and  in¬ 
formation  submitted  to  support  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  this  application  is  released 
publicly.  The  summary  is  available  for 
public  examination  at  the  office  of  the 
Hearing  CHerk,  Rm.  4-65,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20852,  Monday 
through  Friday  from  9  a.m.  to  4  p.m., 
except  on  Federal  legal  holidays. 

Therefore,  xmder  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  512(1),  82 
Stat.  347  (21  U.S.C.  360b(i) ) ) ,  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
(21  CFR  2.120) ,  §  522.1081  is  amended  by 
adding  paragraph  (c)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  522.1081  Qiorionic  gonadotropin  for 
injection ;  chorionic  gonadotropin 
suspension. 

•  •  «  •  « 

(c)  (1)  Specifications.  Chorionic  go¬ 
nadotropin  for  injection,  when  reconsti¬ 
tuted  with  appropriate  diluent,  provides 
500,  1,000,  or  2,000  UB.P.  units  of  chori¬ 
onic  gonadotropin  per  milliliter. 

(2)  Sponsor.  See  No.  000381  in  §  510.600 
(c)  of  this  chapter. 

(3)  Conditions  of  use.  (1)  The  drug  Is 
intended  for  parenteral  use  in  treating 
cows  for  nymphomania  (frequent  or  con¬ 
stant  heat)  due  to  cystic  ovaries. 

(ii)  It  is  administered  at  recommended 
dose  of  10,000  U.S.P.  units  by  deep  intra¬ 
muscular  injection  or  2,500  to  5,000  UJ3P. 
units  intravenously  or  by  intrafolllcular 


Injection  of  500  to  2,500  U.SP.  units. 
Dosage  may  be  repeated  in  14  days  if 
necessary. 

(iii)  Federal  law  restricts  this  drug  to 
use  by  or  on  the  order  of  a  licensed  vet¬ 
erinarian. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be  ef¬ 
fective  February  6, 1976. 

(Sec.  612(1),  82  Stat.  347  (21  U.S.C  360b(l) ) .) 
Dated:  January  30, 1976. 

C.  D.  Van  Houweling, 

Director, 

Bureau  of  Veterinary  Medicine. 
(PR  Doc.76-3563  Piled  2-5-76:8:45  am) 


Title  25 — Indians 

.  CHAPTER  I— BUREAU  OF  INDIAN 
AFFAIRS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
SUBCHAPTER  F— ENROLLMENT 

PART  41— PREPARATION  OF  ROLLS  OF 
INDIANS 

Cherokee  Nation  of  Oklahoma 

February  3, 1976. 

Tliis  notice  is  published  in  the  exer¬ 
cise  of  authority  delegated  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Interior  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Indian  Affairs  by  230  DM  2.  The  au¬ 
thority  to  issue  regulations  is  vested  in 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  by  5  U.S.C. 
301  and  sections  463  and  465  of  the  Re¬ 
vised  Statutes  (25  U.S.C.  2  and  9). 

Section  41.3,  Part  41,  Subchapter  F, 
Chapter  I  of  Title  25  of  the  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations  is  amended  by  the  ad¬ 
dition  of  a  new  paragraph  designated 
(v).  The  new  paragraph  sets  out  the 
requirements  for  enrollment  and  the 
deadline  for  flling  applications  for  en¬ 
rollment  to  receive  a  per  capita  share 
of  the  one  million  dollars  of  the  judg¬ 
ment  fund  principal  to  be  distributed  to 
living  final  Cherokee  enroUees  pursuant 
to  the  plan  for  the  use  and  distribution 
of  the  judgment  fimds  awarded  the 
Cherokee  Nation  in  Indian  Claims  Com¬ 
mission  docket  173-A  which  became  ef¬ 
fective  November  5,  1975.  The  plan  was 
prepared  imder  the  authority  contained 
in  the  Act  of  October  19,  1973  (P.L. 
93.134,  87  Stat.  466)  and  was  published 
on  January  13,  1976,  in  the  Federal 
Register  (41 FR  1929) . 

This  amendment  is  made  pursuant  to 
authority  contained  in  the  Act  of  Octo¬ 
ber  19.  1973  (Pli.  93-134,  87  Stat.  466), 
which  governs  preparation  of  plans  for 
the  use  and  distribution  of  judgment 
funds  awarded  Indian  tribes  by  the 
Court  of  Claims  and  the  Indian  Claims 
Commission. 

Since  this  new  paragraph  simply  re¬ 
iterates  the  provision  in  the  plan  which 
became  effective  November  5,  1975,  for 
the  preparation  of  a  roll  to  be  used  as 
the  basis  to  distribute  in  equal  shares 
one  million  dollars  of  the  judgment 
funds  awarded  the  Cherokee  Nation  of 
Oklahoma  in  docket  173-A  to  the  living 
final  Cherokee  enrollees  as  they  estab¬ 
lish  their  eligibility,  advance  notice  and 
public  procedure  thereon  would  serve 
no  purpose  but  would  delay  issuance  cf 
the  shares  to  these  individuals  and 
would  thus  be  contrary  to  the  public 


interest.  Therefore,  advance  notice  and 
public  procedure  are  dispensed  with 
imder  the  exception  provided  In  subsec¬ 
tion  (b)  (B)  of  5  UB.C.  553  (1970) . 

Likewise,  since  this  amendment  sim¬ 
ply  reiterates  the  provisions  of  the  plan 
which  became  effective  November  5, 
1975,  for  allowing  living  final  Cherokee 
enroUees  to  receive  a  share  of  the  judg¬ 
ment  funds  the  30-day  deferred  effec¬ 
tive  date  would  serve  no  purpose  and  is 
consequently  dispensed  with  under  the 
exception  provided  in  subsection  <d)(3) 
of  5  U.S.C.  553  (1970).  Accordingly, 
these  regluations  wiU  become  effective 
upon  the  date  of  publication  In  the 
Federal  Register. 

A  new  paragraph  (v)  is  added  to  5  41.3 
of  Part  41,  Subchapter  F,  Chapter  I  of 
Title  25  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  to  read  as  f oUows : 

§  41.3  Qualifications  for  enrollment  and 
the  deadline  for  filing  applications. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(v)  Cherokee  Nation  of  Oklahoma.  (1) 
Living  Cfiierokee  enroU§es  wiU  be  en¬ 
titled  to  be  enroUed  to  receive  a  share  of 
the  one  miUion  doUars  of  the  judgment 
fimd  principal  to  be  distributed  in  ac¬ 
cordance'  with  the  plan  for  the  use  and 
distribution  of  the  judgment  funds 
awarded  the  Cherokee  Nation  of  Okla¬ 
homa  in  Indian  Claims  Commission 
docket  173-A.  Living  Cherokee  enroUees 
are  defined  as  persons  who  were  aUve  on 
November  5,  1975,  whose  names  appear 
on  one  of  the  foUowing  final  rolls: 

(1)  Cherokees  by  Blood,  approved 
March  4,  1907; 

(ii)  Cfiierokees  by  Blood,  approved 
August  1,  1914; 

(iii)  Cherokees  by  Blood,  minor  chU- 
dren  (1907); 

(V)  CUierokees  by  Intermarriage 
(1907) ; 

(vi)  Cherokee  Freedmen,  approved 
March  4,  1907; 

(vii)  Cherokee  Freedmen,  approved 
August  1,  1914; 

(viii)  Cherokee  Freedmen,  minor  chil¬ 
dren  (1907). 

(2)  AppUcation  forms  for  enroUment 
may  be  obtained  from  the  Area  Director, 
Muskogee  Area  Office,  Bureau  of  Indian 
Affairs,  Federal  Building,  Muskogee, 
Oklahoma  74401.  Completed  appUcations 
must  be  filed  with  the  Area  Director  by 
close  of  business  on  November  5,  1976. 

(3)  Shares  of  enroUees  who  have  died 
since  November  5,  1975,  shaU  be  paid 
pursuant  to  25  CTR  Part  16. 

Morris  Thompson, 
Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs. 
[FR  Doc.76-3617  FUed  2-5-76:8:46  am  1 


Title  28 — ^Judicial  Administration 
CHAPTER  I— DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

PART  4a--PROCEDURE  GOVERNING  AP¬ 
PUCATIONS  FOR  CERTIFICATES  OF 
EXEMPTION  UNDER  THE  EMPLOYEE 
RETIREMENT  INCOME  SECURITY  ACT 
OF  1974 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  76-2325  appearing  at  page 
3855  in  the  issue  of  Tue^ay,  January  27, 
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1976.  on  page  3857  in  the  first  line  of 
S  4a.l5  after  the  word  “applicant”,  insert 
the  following  the  Secretary,”. 

Title  29 — Labor 

SUBTITlf  A— OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
OF  LABOR 

PART  4 — LABOR  STANDARDS  FOR 
FEDERAL  SERVICE  CONTRACTS 

Miscellaneous  Chapter 

On  April  9,  1975,  there  were  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR  16086) 
proposals  to  amend  29  CTR  Part  4.  In¬ 
terested  parties  were  invited  to  submit 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  con¬ 
cerning  the  proposed  amendments  on  or 
before  May  12, 1975. 

As  a  result  of  the  April  9  publication, 
the  House  Subcommitt^  on  Labor-Man¬ 
agement  Relations  held  oversight  hear¬ 
ings  on  the  administration  of  the  Serv¬ 
ice  Contract  Act  on  May  6  and  7,  1975. 

Following  the  May  1975  Oversight 
Hearings,  and  in  view  of  the  broad  inter¬ 
est  in  the  proposed  changes,  it  was  de¬ 
cided  to  hold  the  public  hearings.  These 
were  announced  on  Jime  3,  1975,  and 
took  place  on  Jime  23  and  24, 1975. 

On  the  basis  of  the  oral  and  written 
record  of  the  hearing  and  a  careful  re¬ 
view  of  the  statute  and  legislative  his¬ 
tory,  it  has  been  decided  that; 

(1)  The  proposal  to  initiate  a  two- 
step  procurement  process  for  contracts 
where  place  of  performance  is  unknown 
at  time  of  bid  solicitation  be  withdrawn; 

(2)  The  proposal  to  allow  any  pro¬ 
spective  bidder  to  use  his  own  coUectlve 
bargaining  agreement  in  lieu  of  a  wage 
determination  Issued  pursuant  to  section 
2(a)  also  be  withdrawn; 

(3)  The  proposal  to  limit  the  successor 
contract  provisions  in  section  4(c)  of  the 
Service  Contract  Act  to  successor  con¬ 
tracts  performed  at  the  same  location  is 
also  withdrawn. 

The  above  proposals  were  variously  im¬ 
posed  by  a  broad  range  of  interested  par¬ 
ties.  The  Department  has  concluded  on 
review  that  there  are  serious  questions 
regarding  their  tenability  and  they 
should  not  be  adopted. 

The  proposal  that  new  or  changed  col¬ 
lective  bargaining  agreements  be  oper¬ 
ative  under  section  4(c)  of  the  Act,  if 
concluded  on  a  timely  basis,  is  adopted 
with  two  modifications.  As  a  first  con¬ 
dition,  the  agreement  will  be  operative 
if  notice  of  the  new  or  changed  agree¬ 
ment  is  received  by  the  contracting 
agency  prior  to  10  days  before  the  open¬ 
ing  of  bids  in  the  case  of  advertised  pro¬ 
curements  or  10  days  prior  to  commence¬ 
ment  of  the  contract  in  the  case  of  other 
procurements.  As  a  second  condition  the 
10  day  cut-off  standard  will  apply  only 
if  the  contracting  officer  gives  both  the 
Incumbent  (predecessor)  contractor  and 
his  employees*  collective  bargaining  rep¬ 
resentative  notification  of  the  pertinent 
procurement  dates  at  least  30  days  in 
advance. 

The  proposal  that  requests  for  "sub¬ 
stantially  at  variance”  hearings  under 
section  4(c)  of  the  Act  not  be  granted 


imless  the  request  was  received  “prior  to 
10  days  before  the  opening  of  bids”  is 
modified  by  substituting  "prior  to  10  days 
before  the  award  of  the  contract  except 
in  those  situations  where  the  Administra¬ 
tor  determines  that  extraordinary  cir¬ 
cumstances  exist”  and  as  thus  amended 
is  adopted. 

These  amendments  shall  be  ^ectlve 
on  March  8.  1976. 

Part  4  of  Subtitle  A  of  Title  29  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
as  follows: 

1.  Section  4.1c  (b)  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  4.1c  Payment  of  minimum  compensa¬ 
tion  based  on  collectively  bargained 
wage  rates  and  fringe  benefits  applic¬ 
able  to  employment  under  predeces¬ 
sor  contract- 

*  •  *  *  * 

(b)  Pursuant  to  section  4(b)  of  the 
Act,  the  application  of  section  4(c)  is 
made  subject  to  the  following  variation 
in  the  circumstances  and  under  the  con¬ 
ditions  described:  The  wage  rates  and 
fringe  benefits  provided  for  in  any  col¬ 
lective  bargaining  agreement  applicable 
to  the  performance  of  work  under  the 
predecessor  contract  which  is  consum¬ 
mated  during  the  period  of  performance 
of  such  contract  shall  not  be  effective  for 
pm’poses  of  the  successor  contract  im- 
der  the  provisions  of  section  4(c)  of  the 
Act  or  imder  any  wage  determination  im¬ 
plementing  such  section  issued  pursuant 
to  section  2(a)  of  the  Act,  if — 

(1)  in  the  case  of  a  successor  contract 
for  which  bids  have  been  invited  by  for¬ 
mal  advertising  notice  of  the  terms  of 
such  new  or  changed  collective  bargain¬ 
ing  agreement  is  received  by  the  at¬ 
tracting  agency  less  than  10  days  before 
the  date  set  for  opening  of  bids,  or 

(2)  in  the  case  of  a  successor  contract 
to  be  entered  into  pursuant  to  negotia¬ 
tions,  or  in  the  case  of  the  execution  of 
an  option  or  an  extension  of  the  initial 
contract  term,  such  notice  of  the  terms 
of  such  new  or  changed  collective  bar¬ 
gaining  agreement  is  received  by  the 
agency  less  than  10  da3rs  before  com¬ 
mencement  of  the  contract; 

(3)  if  under  either  paragraph  (b)  (1) 
or  (2)  of  this  section  the  contracting 

■  agency  finds  that  there  is  not  reasonable 
time  still  available  to  notify  bidders  or  to 
incorporate  the  newly  bargained  wage 
rates  and  fringe  benefits  in  the  successor 
contract,  as  the  case  may  be;  and 

(4)  The  10  day  limitation  in  paragraph 
(b)(1)  or  (2)  of  this  section  shall 
apply  only  if  the  contracting  officer  has 
given  both  the  incumbent  (predecessor) 
contractor  and  his  employees’  collective 
bargaining  representative  notification  at 
least  30  days  in  advance  of  any  estimated 
procurement  date,  such  as  issue  of  bid 
sollcitatlcm.  bid  opening,  date  of  award, 
or  the  commencement  date  of  a  contract 
resulting  from  a  negotiation,  option,  <a 
extension,  as  the  case  may 

§  4-5  [Amended] 

2.  Section  4.5  is  amended  by  adding 
at  the  end  of  paragraph  (a)  (2)  a  sen¬ 
tence  reading  as  follows; 


(a)  •  •  • 

(2)  •  •  • 

In  situations  under  section  4(c)  of  the 
Act,  the  provisions  in  S  4.1c  (b)  apply. 

•  •  •  •  • 

3.  Paragraph  (d)  (2)  of  S  4.6  is  revised 
as  follows: 

§  4.6  Labor  standards  clauses  for  Fed¬ 
eral  service  contracts  exceedinc 
S2500. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(d)  *  •  • 

(2)  If  this  contract  succeeds  a  con¬ 
tract,  subject  to  the  Service  Contract  Act 
of  1965  as  amended,  imder  which  sub¬ 
stantially  the  same  services  were  fur¬ 
nished  and  service  employees  were  paid 
wages  and  fringe  benefits  provided  for 
in  a  collective  bargaining  agreement, 
then  in  the  absence  of  a  miniminn  wsige 
attachment  for  this  contract  neither  the 
contractor  nor  any  subcontractor  under 
this  contract  shall  pay  any  service  em¬ 
ployee  performing  any  of  the  contract 
work  less  than  the  wages  and  fringe  ben¬ 
efits,  provided  for  in  such  collective  bar¬ 
gaining  agreements,  to  which  such  em¬ 
ployee  would  be  entitled  if  employed  im¬ 
der  the  predecessor  contract,  including 
accrued  wages  and  fringe  b^efits  and 
any  prospective  increases  in  wages  and 
fringe  benefits  provided  for  under  such 
agreement.  No  contractor  or  subcontrac¬ 
tor  under  this  contract  may  be  relieved 
of  the  forgoing  obligation  unless  the 
limitations  of  §  4.1c (b)  apply  or  unless 
the  Secretary  of  Labor  or  his  authorized 
representative  determines  that  the  col¬ 
lective  bargaining  agreement  applicable 
to  service  employees  employed  under  the 
predecessor  contract  was  not  entered 
into  as  a  result  of  arms-length  negotia¬ 
tions,  or  finds,  after  a  hearing  as  pro- 
vided  in  Labor  Department  regulations, 
29  CFR  4.10  that  the  wages  and  fringe 
benefit:  provided  for  in  such  agreement 
are  substantially  at  variance  with  titiose 
vdileh  prevail  for  services  of  a  character 
similar  in  the  locally. 

•  •  •  «  ♦ 

4.  Section  4.10  is  revised  by  adding  a 
new  paragraiA  (b)  (5)  reading  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  4.10  Provisions  for  hearing. 

•  •  *  •  • 

(b)  Prerequisites  for  hearing  *  •  * . 

•  •  •  •  • 

(5)  Pursuant  to  section  4(b)  of  the 
Act,  requests  for  a  hearing  shall  not  be 
ccmsidered  unless  received  as  specified 
below  exc^t  in  those  situations  where 
the  Administrator  determines  that  ex¬ 
traordinary  circumstances  exist: 

(i)  for  advertised  contracts,  prior  to 
ten  days  before  the  award  of  the  con¬ 
tract; 

(11)  for  negotiated  contracts  and  for 
contracts  with  provisions  extauUng  tho 
initial  term  by  (Vtion.  prior  to  the  com¬ 
mencement  date  of  the  contract  or  Um 
f<dlow-up  option  period,  as  the  case  may 
be. 

•  #  •  •  • 
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(Sec.  4,  79  Stat.  1035,  as  amended  by  86 
Stat.  789;  41  UJS.C.  353;  Secretary  of  Labor’s 
Order  No.  16-75  (40  FB  55913) ) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  30th 
day  of  January,  1976. 

John  T.  Dunlop, 
Secretary  of  Labor. 
IPR  Doc.76-3686  Piled  2-6-76:8:46  am] 


Title  32 — National  Defense 

CHAPTER  I— OFHCE  OF  THE 
SECRETARY  OF  DEFENSE 

SUBCHAPTER  M — MISCELLANEOUS 

PART  242— ADMISSION  POLICIES  AND 
PROCEDURES  FOR  THE  SCHOOL  OF 
MEDICINE.  UNIFORMED  SERVICES  UNI¬ 
VERSITY  OF  THE  HEALTH  SCIENCES 

The  Deputy  Secretary  of  Defense  ap¬ 
proved  this  Part  242.  Part  242  establishes 
policies  and  procedures  and  assigns  re¬ 
sponsibilities  to  the  President  of  the  Uni¬ 
versity  and  the  Secretaries  of  the  Mili¬ 
tary  Departments  for  the  selection  of 
entrants  to  the  School  of  Medicine  of 
the  Uniformed  Services  University  of  the 
Health  Sciences. 

Part  242  is  added  to  read  as  follows: 
Sec. 

242.1  Purpose. 

242.2  ApplicabUity. 

242.3  Definitions. 

242.4  Policies. 

242.6  Admission  procedures. 

242.6  Central  point  of  contact. 

242.7  Responsibilities. 

2424  Academic,  intellectual,  and  personal 
requirements  for  admission  to  the 
first-year  class. 

242.9  Academic,  Intellectual,  and  personal 

requirements  for  admission  to  ad¬ 
vanced  standing. 

242.10  Effective  date  and  implementation. 

Authority:  10  U.S.C.  2112,  et  seq.  Pub.  L. 
92-426. 

§  242.1  Purpose. 

This  Part  establishes  policies  and  pro¬ 
cedures  and  assigns  responsibilities  for 
the  selection  of  entrants  to  the  School  of 
Medicine  of  the  Uniformed  Services  Uni¬ 
versity  of  the  Health  Sciences  (DoD 
Directive  5105.45,  '‘Uniformed  Services 
University  of  the  Health  Sciences,”  April 
18,  1974) 

§  242.2  Applicability. 

This  Part  applies  to  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary  of  Defense,  the  Military  De¬ 
partments,  the  Uniformed  Services  Uni¬ 
versity  of  the  Health  Sciences  (USUHS) . 
and  the  Department  of  Defense  Medical 
Examination  Review  Board  (DOD 
MERB). 

§  242.3  Definitions. 

As  used  herein,  the  following  defini- 
ticms  apply: 

(a)  Uniformed  Services.  As  used 
herein,  means  the  Army,  Navy,  Air 
Force,  Marine  Corps,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sioned  Coi^  of  the  Public  Health 
Service. 


1  Filed  as  part  of  original.  Copies  avaUable 
from  Naval  PubUcationa  and  Forms  Center. 
6801  Tabor  Avenue,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  19190, 
Attn:  Code  300. 


(b)  Military  Personnel.  For  purposes  of 
this  Directive,  “Military  Personnel”  shall 
include  the  following: 

(1)  Individuals  currently  on  (or  on 
orders  for)  active  duty  for  a  period  of 
90  days  or  more  in  any  of  the  three 
Military  Departments. 

(2)  Reserve  component  personnel  en¬ 
rolled  in  the  Armed  Forces  Health  Pro¬ 
fessions  Scholarship  Program. 

(3)  Persons  enrolled  in  scholarship 
ROTC  or  advanced  (junior-senior  level) 
nonscholarship  ROTC. 

(4)  Individuals  in  attendance  at  any 
of  the  three  Military  Department  Service 
Academies. 

(c)  Federal-duty  obligation.  The  obli¬ 
gation  to  serve  on  active  duty  in  the 
Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  or  the  Commis¬ 
sioned  Corps  of  the  Public  Health 
Service. 

(d)  The  program.  Means  the  Medical 
School  program  of  the  Uniformed  Serv¬ 
ices  University  of  the  Health  Sciences. 

(e)  Member  of  the  program.  An  indi¬ 
vidual  who  is  enrolled  in  the  School  of 
Medicine  of  USUHS. 

(f)  Accredited  institution.  A  college, 
university,  or  institution  located  in  the 
United  States  or  Puerto  Rico  or  Canada, 
and  accredited  by  an  accrediting  agency 
or  association  that  is  recognized  for  such 
purpose  by  the  U.S.  Cixnmissioner  of 
Education.  Included  within  this  defini¬ 
tion  are  those  institutions  which  are  in 
the  process  of  seeking  accreditation  and 
currently  have  provisional  or  conditional 
accreditetion,  or  candidacy  status  for 
accreditation,  based  solely  on  the  new¬ 
ness  of  the  institution. 

(g)  Medical  college  admission  test.  A 
nationally  standardized  examiiQition, 
administered  by  the  American  Medical 
College  Testing  Program,  which  is  de¬ 
signed  to  measure  genersJ  and  specific 
aptitude  for  medical  studies. 

§  242.4  Policies. 

(а)  The  School  of  Medicine.  USUHS. 
shall  consider  applications  for  admission 
from  persons  who: 

(1)  Are  citizens  of  the  United  States; 

(2)  Will  not  be  more  than  32  years  of 
age  as  of  30  June  in  the  year  of  contem¬ 
plated  graduation; 

(3)  Are  not  imder  18  years  of  age  et 
time  of  entry  to  the  first-year  class; 

(4)  Are  of  good  moral  character; 

(5)  Meet  the  physical  qualifications 
and  security  requirements  for  a  Regular 
commission  in  the  Uniformed  Services. 

(1)  Standards  of  medical  fitness  for 
commissioning  in  the  Uniformed  Serv¬ 
ices  shall  be  chapter  5.  AR  40-501  *  ex- 
c^  for  eyes  and  vision  which  shall  be 
as  prescribed  in  paragraphs  2-12  and 
2-13,  chapter  2. 

(ii)  Security  requirements  for  com¬ 
missioning  in  the  Military  Departments 
are  prescribed  in  DoD  Directive  5210.9.  ^ 

(б)  Meet  the  academic.  Intellectual, 


*  Army  standards  ot  medical  fitness  will  be 
used  as  agreed  to  by  the  Secretaries  at  the 
Military  Departments.  AB  40-601  filed  as  part 
of  OTlginal.  Copies  avaUMale  at  the  Army 
PubUcationa  Counter,  Rm  18928,  The  Penta¬ 
gon,  Washington,  D.C.  20310. 
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and  personal  qualifications  specified  in 
if  242.8  and  242.9. 

(7)  Are  motivated  to  pursue  a  medical 
career  in  the  Uniformed  Services; 

(8)  Are  not  otherwise  obligated  or 
cmnmitted  for  service  in  the  Army,  Navy. 
Air  Force  or  Marine  Corps  as  a  result  of 
current  or  prior  participation  in  pro¬ 
grams  of  study  or  training  sponsored  by 
these  Military  Services.  (Unless  specifi¬ 
cally  prohibited  by  law  or  Depaiiment 
of  Defense  policy,  individuals  may  be 
permitted  to  interrupt  sponsored  train¬ 
ing  programs  and/or  associated  service 
commitments  for  the  purpose  of  enter¬ 
ing  the  School  of  Medicine,  at  the  dis¬ 
cretion  of  the  appropriate  Military  De¬ 
partment  sponsor.  See  also  paragraph 
(e)  of  this  section  on  obligated  service 
requirements.) 

(b)  In  making  admissions  decisions, 
the  School  wifi  adhere  to  the  principle 
of  equal  educational  opportimity  for  all. 
Sex,  race,  religion,  national  origin,  mari¬ 
tal  status,  and  State  of  residence  shall 
not  be  factors  infiuencing  the  selection 
process.  Aspirants  seeking  entrance  shall 
be  Judged  strictly  on  merit,  in  terms  of 
demcmstrated  aptitude,  motivation,  and 
potential  for  succeeding  in  medicine, 
both  academically  and  professionally. 
Only  the  most  promising  and  best  quali¬ 
fied  of  the  applicants  shall  be  accepted 
for  admission. 

(c)  While  enrolled  in  School,  students 
shall  serve  on  active  duty  as  Reserve 
commissioned  officers  (Medical  Officer 
CTandidates) ,  pay  grade  0-1,  in  one  of  the 
Uniformed  Services,  the  Uniformed 
Service  of  assignment  to  be  determined 
imder  procedures  established  by  the  Sec¬ 
retaries  of  the  Military  Departments  and 
the  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense 
(Health  and  Environment)  in  coordina¬ 
tion  with  the  President  of  the  University. 
Applicants’  preferences  shall  be  honored 
to  the  extent  possible  in  making  Service 
assignments.  However,  to  ensure  that  the 
makeup  of  each  entering  class  is  equita¬ 
bly  constituted,  students  shall  be  as- 
si^ed  proportionally  to  the  three  Mili¬ 
tary  Departments,  based  on  projected 
end  strengths  of  the  individual  Medical 
CTorps  at  time  of  graduation.  Students 
shaU  not  be  counted  against  any  pre¬ 
scribed  Service  strengths  while  in  School. 
Individuals  admitted  to  the  School  of 
Medicine  holding  Regular  conunlsslons 
must  resign  their  Regular  appointments 
to  enter  the  School. 

(d)  Upon  satisfactory  completion  of 
the  medical  school  program,  graduates 
shall,  if  qiuUified,  be  tendered  Regular 
Medical  Ctorps  appointments,  unless  oth¬ 
erwise  covered  under  10  UJ3.C.  2115. 

(e)  Graduates  of  the  School  shaU  in¬ 
cur  a  Federal  active-duty  oldlgation  of 
21  months  for  each  year  or  portion 
thereof  spent  in  medical  training,  except 
that  in  no  case  will  the  minimum  obli¬ 
gation  be  less  than  27  months.  Except  as 
law  or  D^>artmait  of  Defense  policy 
otherwise  prescribes,  this  obligation  ^all 
be  served  consecutively  wHh  any  other 
active-duty  obligation. 

(f )  If  dropped  from  the  School  for  de¬ 
ficiencies  in  conduct  or  studies,  or  for 
other  reasons,  the  student  shall  Immedl- 
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ately  be  referred  for  disposition  to  the 
appropriate  Military  Department,  which 
shall  have  the  prerogative  of  either: 

(1)  Requiring  the  individual  to  fulfill 
his  incurred  service  obligation,  as  stated 
in  the  Uniformed  Services  Health  Pro¬ 
fessions  Revitalization  Act  of  1972  (10 
UH.C.,  2101  et  seq.),  by  performing  duty 
in  some  appropriate  capacity,  as  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Military 
Department  concerned.  (In  no  case  shall 
any  such  member  be  required  to  serve  on 
active  duty  for  any  period  in  excess  of 
a  period  equal  to  the  i>eriod  he  partici¬ 
pated  in  the  program,  except  that  in  no 
case  may  any  such  member  be  required 
to  serve  on  active  duty  less  than  one 
year.);  or 

(2)  Waiving  the  individual’s  Incurred 
service  obligation,  if  that  action  would  be 
in  the  best  int^ests  of  that  Service. 
(Such  relief,  though,  shall  not  relieve  the 
individual  from  any  other  active-duty 
obligation  Imposed  by  established  law.) 
Individvials  whose  service  obligation  is 
waived  may.  at  the  discretion  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Military  Department 
concerned,  be  required  to  reimburse  the 
Government  for  all  or  a  part  of  the  tui¬ 
tion  and  other  educational  costs  in¬ 
curred.  However,  a  member  of  the  pro¬ 
gram  may  XM>t  be  relieved  of  his  Sei^ce 
obligation  solely  because  he  is  willing 
and  able  to  reimburse  the  Government 
for  all  educational  expenses. 

(g)  Periods  of  time  spent  in  sponsored 
graduate  medical  education  shall  not 
count  toward  satisfying  the  medical 
school  Federal-duty  obligation. 

S  242.5  Admission  procedures. 

(a)  Application — (1)  Civilians.  Civil¬ 
ians  seeking  admission  to  the  School  of 
Medicine  shall  make  direct  application 
fbllowlng  instructions  published  in  the 
School  catalog.  These  applications  shall 
Include  an  Indication  of  Service  prefer- 
ence(s). 

(2)  Military  personnel.  Formal  a]n>li- 
cation  requirements  shall  be  the  same  as 
those  for  civilians  except  that  military 
personnel  shall  be  required  to  have  ap¬ 
proval,  in  writing,  from  the  Secretary  of 
the  lyQlitary  Department  concerned  or 
his  designee  prior  to  submitting  formal 
application  to  the  School  of  Medicine  for 
admission.  Ihe  Individual  concerned 
initiate  the  request  for  approval  to 
apply  through  an>roprlate  Service  chan¬ 
nels.  The  Secretaries  of  the  lifiiltary  De¬ 
partments.  or  their  designees,  shall  con- 
Isider  the  criteria  in  $  242.4(a)  (1) 
through  (5)  and  paragnqih  (a)(8)  of 
that  section  as  the  basis  fOT  approving/ 
dlsapixovlng  such  requests.  An  Infor¬ 
mation  copy  of  each  approval  shall  be 
forwarded  to  the  S<^ool  of  Medicine. 
USUUS,  Attn:  Assistant  Dean  for  Aca¬ 
demic  Support  The  School  of  Medicine 
shall  not  process  a  military  person's  ap- 
pllcaUcm  tmtll  official  approval  Is  re¬ 
ceived  from  the  MOltaxy  Dq^artment 
concemed. 

(b)  CoudmosuU  seUscUon  of  candi¬ 
dates  tor  admission.  The  8d¥M)l  of 
Medicine  shall  review  ^  appUcatkHis 
and  eonditlooally  select  candidates  to  fin 
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available  class  spaces.  Those  condition¬ 
ally  selected  shall  be  the  best  qualified 
applicants,  based  on  aptitude,  intel¬ 
ligence,  maturity,  personality,  emotional 
stability,  diligence,  stamina,  enthusiasm, 
motivation,  and  other  relevant  factors, 
consistent  with  the  practices  followed 
by  other  professional  training  institu¬ 
tions. 

(1)  Civilian  selectees.  The  School  of 
Medicine  shall  ensure  that  civilian  select¬ 
ees  meet  the  eligibility  criteria  in  §  242.4 

(а)  (1)  through  (4),  paragraph  (a) 

(б)  and  (7)  of  that  section. 

(2)  Military  selectees.  Military  De¬ 
partments  are  required  to  screen  and 
approve  their  personnel  for  criteria  in 
S  242.4(a)  (1)  through  (5) .  and  para¬ 
graph  (a)  (8)  of  that  section  before  they 
apply  for  admission.  The  School  of 
Medicine  shall  ensiu^  that  all  military 
selectees  meet  the  eligibility  criteria  of 
S  242.4  (6)  and  (7). 

(c)  Notification  of  conditional  selec-‘ 
Hon  for  admission.  The  School  of  Medi¬ 
cine  shall  notify  selectees  in  writing  of 
their  conditional  selection  for  admission, 
with  the  stipulation  that  it  is  subject  to 
review  and  confirmation  by  the  Service 
in  which  selectees  are  assi^ed  to  serve. 

(d)  Con/lrmation  o/ selectees.  (1)  Hie 
names  and  relevant  credentials  of  select¬ 
ees  shall  be  referred  by  the  Schocd  of 
Medicine  to  the  Secretaries  of  the  Mili¬ 
tary  Departments  or  their  designees.  An 
informational  copy  of  this  action  will 
be  provided  to  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  Defense  (Health  and  Environment). 

(2)  The  Secretaries,  or  their  designees, 
shall  Initiate  necessary  actions  (records 
checks.  ph3rsical  examinations,  and  Na¬ 
tional  Agency  Checks,  as  required,  con¬ 
sistent  with  !  242.4(a)  (5) )  to  determine 
whether  or  not  the  selected  candidates 
are  acceptable  for  commissioning. 
(Physical  examinations  for  military  per¬ 
sonnel,  if  required,  shall  be  performed 
at  the  individual’s  supporting  military 
medical  facility  and  reviewed  by  the  De-- 
psoiment  of  Defense  Medical  Examina¬ 
tion  Review  Board  (DODMERB) .  Physi¬ 
cal  examinations  for  civilians  shall 
be  scheduled  and  reviewed  by  the 
DODMERB,  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
cedures  and  policies  that  agency  estab¬ 
lishes.)  Secretaries  of  the  Military  De¬ 
partments.  or  their  designees.  shaU  advise 
the  School  of  Medicine  as  to  the  accept 
ability  for  commissioning  of  candidates 
within  45  days  of  receipt  of  referral  lists, 
furnishing  reasons  for  those  found 
nonacc^table. 

(e)  Notification  of  acceptance  for  ad¬ 
mission.  At  toon  as  candidates  are 
approved  for  commissioning  by  their  ap¬ 
propriate  components,  ttiey  shall  be  ad- 
vls^  in  writing  by  the  School  of  Medicine 
that  they  are  unc(mditi(mally  acc^ited 
toe  admission. 

S  242.6  Central  point  of  cmitact. 

The  Assistant  Dean  for  Acadonlc  Siq;>- 
port,  USUHS.  is  designated  as  the  cen¬ 
tral  point  of  contact  for  mattNS  pertain¬ 
ing  to  ttte  admission  procedures  outlined 
in  i242A. 


§  242.7  Responsibilities. 

(a)  ’Ihe  President  of  the  University 
shall: 

(1)  Develop  and  prescribe  formal  ap¬ 
plication  procedures  for  admission  to  the 
School,  consistent  with  the  provisions  of 
this  Part. 

(2)  Select  candidates  for  admission  to 
the  School  of  Medicine  in  accordance 
with  the  policies  and  procedures  pre¬ 
scribed  in  this  Part. 

(3)  Coordinate,  as  required,  with  the 
Military  Department  Secretaries  or  their 
designees  to  ensure  the  proper  adminis¬ 
tration  of  the  admissions  process. 

(4)  Monitor,  review,  and  evaluate  the 
admissions  process  to  assiure  its  effective¬ 
ness  and  efficiency  operationally,  and 
make  recommendations  as  requir^  for 
the  revision  of  the  policies  and  procedures 
herein  set  forth. 

(b)  Secretaries  of  the  Military  De¬ 
partments  shall: 

(1)  Approve/ disapprove  requests  of 
military  personnel  who  want  to  apply  to 
the  School  of  Medicine,  as  prescribed 
herein. 

(2)  Carry  out  confirmatory  require¬ 
ments  and  ensure  that  the  suspense  for 
accomplishing  these  actions  is  met. 

(3)  Designate  a  representative  in  their 
respective  areas  to  be  responsible  for 
overseeing  and  coordinating  confirmatory 
action  requirements.  (Names  of  designees 
and  any  changes  in  designations  shall 
be  furnished  to  the  Presldait  of  USUHS.) 

(4)  Ensiire  coordination  of  proposed 
implementing  r^ulations  with  the  Presi¬ 
dent,  USUHS. 

(c)  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense 
(Health  and  Ehivironment)  thaU  deter¬ 
mine,  in  coordinatlcm  with  the  Secretar¬ 
ies  of  the  Military  Departments  and  the 
President,  USUHS.  the  number  of  spaces 
in  each  entering  class  to  be  allocated  to 
the  respective  components. 

(d)  Director,  DODMERB,  shall: 

(1)  Establish  necessary  policies  and 
procedures,  in  coordlnatl<m  with  the  Mil¬ 
itary  Departments,  for  scheduling  and 
reviewing  i^isrslcal  examinatlcms  for  ci¬ 
vilian  selectees,  and  reviewing  examina¬ 
tions  for  military  selectees. 

(2)  Review  take  final  actimi  on 
any  requests  for  waiver  of  physical 
standards  for  admission  to  the  SchooL 

§  242.8  Academic,  intellectaal,  and  per> 
Bonal  reqairanents  for  admission  to 
the  first-year  class. 

Admission  to  the  School  of  Medicine 
of  the  Uniformed  Services  University  of 
the  Health  Sciences  is  on  a  competitive 
basis,  with  selection  predicated  on:  (a) 
evidence  of  soimd  character  and  high 
motivation  for  a  career  tax  the  Medical 
Corps  of  the  Uniformed  Sanrices,  and 
(b)  evldoice  (ff  sufficient  intellectual 
al^ty  and  iweparation  to  undertake 
successfully  the  study  of  medicine. 

(1)  Academic  requirements.  Recognis¬ 
ing  that  Service  medicine  needs  individ¬ 
uals  with  a  wide  varied  of  interests  and 
talents,  the  School  of  Medicine  welcmnes 
apphcaticms  from  individuals  with  a  dl- 
vecBlty  of  educational  backgrounds 
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However,  there  are  certain  iqpeclfic  aca¬ 
demic  reqviirements  that  are  requisite 
for  admission.  These  are  as  follows: 

(1)  College  preparation.  All  ai^>llcant> 
must  have  attained  a  baccalaureate  de¬ 
gree  from  an  accredited  academic  insti¬ 
tution  prior  to  matriculation. 

(ii)  Prerequisite  course  work.  Area  of 
specialization  in  college  Is  not  a  limiting 
factor  in  gaining  admission  to  the 
School,  but  a  strong  foundation  in  the 
sciences  basic  to  the  study  of  medicine 
is  a  requirement  for  all  entering  stu¬ 
dents.  The  minimum  undergraduate  sci¬ 
ence  prerequisites  for  entrance  are: 

(a)  Chemistry  iinorgaytic  or  general) . 

1  academic  year  including  apprc^rlate 
laboratory. 

(b)  Organic  chemistry.  1  academic 
year  including  laboratory. 

(c)  Mathematics.  1  ac^emlc  year. 

(d)  Physics.  1  academic  year  includ¬ 
ing  laboratory. 

(e)  Biology.  1  academic  year  includ¬ 
ing  laboratory. 

An  academic  year  of  course  wmrk  equates 
to  that  course  work  which  extends  over 
a  two-semester  or  three-quarter  period 
and  carries  a  total  credit  of  between  6 
to  8  semester  hours  or  9  to  12  quarter 
hours.  No  apidicatlon  win  be  considered 
unless  the  applicant  has  completed  the 
science  prerequisites  or  is  in  the  process 
of  completing  the  last  8  semester  hours 
(or  12  quarter  hours)  of  these  courses  at 
time  of  making  application. 

In  addition  to  the  science  requirements. 
aU  applicants  must  complete  6  semester 
hours  (or  the  equivalent)  of  coUege  Ekig- 
lish  before  matriculating.  While  the 
foregoing  represent  the  minimum  aca¬ 
demic  prerequisites  for  admission,  pref¬ 
erence  generally  win  be  shown  to  apph- 
cants  who  also  have  had  some  cohege 
course  work  in  the  humanities  and/(» 
the  social  and  behavioral  sciences,  for 
these  disciplines  complement  the  study 
of  medicine,  contributing  to  an  under¬ 
standing  of  human  behavior  both  in 
sickness  and  health. 

(2)  Testing  requirements.  AppUcants 
for  admission  are  required  to  have  taken 
the  Medical  CoUege  Admission  Test. 

(3)  Exhdence  of  character  and  viativa- 
tion.  Judgments  about  character  and 
motivatton  will  be  based  on  letters  Of 
reference,  personal  statements,  evalua¬ 
tion  reports,  porsonallti^  inventories,  in¬ 
terviews,  and  such  o^er  credentials/ 
techniques  necessary,  as  determined  by 
the  School  of  Medldn^  to  assess 
thoroughly  the  noncognlttve  nature  and 
potential  of  the  aspirant.  The  School  of 
Medicine  win  take  the  initiative  in 
gathering  data  upon  which  to  make  non- 
cognltive  assessments  of  applicants. 

8  24S.9  Academic,  inidlecimd,  awd  pet^ 
MNud  recfairetiiaits  far  adaMwioa  la 
advaaced  standing. 

(a)  Selection  of  students  to  advanced 
standing  wlU  be  competitive,  based  on 
both  cognitive  and  noncognlttve  factoca 
Demoostrmted  apUtede  and  motivmtlaii 
for  a  earar  In  medlctne  fei  ttse  mal¬ 


formed  S«vlces  wlU  be  prime  consid¬ 
erations  in  making  admissions  decisions. 
Only  the  most  promising  (rf  candidates 
wlU  be  accepted,  as  judged  by  scholastic 
records,  letters  of  reconunendatlon,  in¬ 
terviews,  and  such  other  credentials 
and/or  appraisal  techniques  as  may  be 
deemed  appropriate  to  use  by  the  School 
of  Medicine. 

(b)  To  be  eligible  acad«nlcally  for 
admission  to  advanced-standing,  appU- 
cants  must  have  successfully  completed 
the  year  of  medical  studies  preceding 
the  year  in  which  they  desire  advanced 
placement  Only  students  from  fuUy  ac¬ 
credited  medical  schools  wlU  be  eligible 
for  transfer. 

(c)  Individuals  who  have  received  the 
DJDH.,  DMJ)..  PhJ).,  D.O..  or  D.VM. 
degress,  or  candidates  for  these  degrees 
wUl  not  be  eligible  for  advanced  place¬ 
ment  in  the  School  of  Medicine  at  this 
time.  They  wiU  only  be  considered  for 
admission  to  the  Freshman  class.  Ad¬ 
vanced  standing  applicants  are  required 
to  have  taken  the  Medical  CoUege  Ad¬ 
mission  Test 

§  242.10  Effective  date  and  implementa¬ 
tion. 

This  Part  wiU  become  effective  im¬ 
mediately.  Three  copies  (ff  proposed  Im- 
plonenting  regulations  shaU  be  fm> 
warded  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Defmse  (CompiroUor)  within  SO  da^ 

Mauricb  W.  Rochk, 
Director,  Correspondence  and 
Directives  OASD  {Comp~ 
troller) . 

February  3,  1976. 

[FR  Doc.78-3656  FUed  3-5-76:8:45  am] 


Tide  33 — Navigation  and  Navigable  Waters 

CHAPTER  il— CORPS  OF  ENGINEERS, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ARMY 

PART  209— ADMINISTRATIVE 
PROCEDURE 

Shipping  Safety  Fairways  and  Anchorage 
Arei^  Gulf  of  Mexico 

On  28  August  1975  the  D^Mutment  of 
die  Army,  acting  through  the  Chltf  of 
Engineers,  published  proposed  amend- 
ments  to  the  present  regulation  In  33 
CFR  209.135  which  establish  safety  fair¬ 
ways  and  anchorage  areas  in  the  Oulf  of 
Mexico. 

The  public  comment  poiod  for  this 
regulatltm  exi^red  on  29  S^tember  1975. 
Six  comments  were  received.  Mobil  OH 
Corporation.  Exxon  Oxpmation.  and 
the  Offshore  Operators  €^]mmittee  op¬ 
posed  the  establishment  of  the  shipping 
safety  fairways  on  the  grounds  that  it 
would  unduly  restrict  oil  axul  gas  ez- 
Idoration  and  production.  Mr.  Ralph 
EUis.  a  private  citlaen  residing  in  Corpus 
Christl,  is  (vposed  to  development  of  a 
deep  water  port  in  Cknrpus  CSuistl  and 
fears  establishment  of  the  fairway  wlU 
lead  to  that  result  The  Ctmunandant, 
UJS.  Coast  Guard,  while  not  objecting  in 
principle  to  the  fairways,  took  exertion 
to  any  attempts  by  the  Department  of 
the  Army  to  establish  a  traffic  direction 
scheme  wtttdn  the  fairway.  The  caintom 


OU  Company,  owner  of  an  oU  lease  tract 
located  under  an  anchorage  area  to  be 
eliminated  by  this  proposed  amendment, 
favors  the  change. 

AU  of  the  aforementioned  comments 
were  taken  into  consideration  before 
reaching  a  decision  on  this  regiQation. 
Accordingly  the  reference  in  the  pre¬ 
amble  of  the  proposed  regulation  to  one¬ 
way  traffic  is  dieted.  Inasmuch  as  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Army  jurisdiction  to  es¬ 
tablish  shipping  safety  fairwajrs  pursuant 
to  Secti(m  4  of  the  Outer  Continental 
Shelf  Lands  Act  of  August  7,  1953  (67 
Stat.  462;  43  DSC  1333(f))  does  not  ex¬ 
tend  to  regulation  of  vessel  movement, 
any  future  traffic  safety  scheme  wUl  be 
promulgated  under  the  authorl^  of  the 
U.S.  (Toast  Guard  pursuant  to  14  U3C  2 
and  subsection  (e)  of  43  USC  1333. 

In  addition  three  typographical  errors 
are  to  be  corrected  in  the  final  regula¬ 
tion.  In  paragraph  (d)  (4)  the  fifth  point 
of  the  fourth  group  should  read 
27*33'06",  96*30'21".  In  paragrai^  (d) 
(27)  the  first  point  of  the  first  group 
should  read  27*33'06",  96*30'21".  In 
paragraph  (d)  (27)  the  first  point  of  the 
second  group  should  read  27*34'50", 
96*34'ei". 

The  Department  of  the  Army,  acting 
through  the  Chief  of  Englneos  is  pub¬ 
lishing  the  final  regulation  as  follows: 

Section  209.135  is  amended  as  set  forth 
below. 

§  209.135  Shipping  safely  fairways  and 
anchorage  areas.  Gulf  of  Mexico. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(d)  •  •  • 

(4)  Aransas  Pass  Safety  Fairway.  The 
area  between  rhumb  lines  joining  points 
at: 


Latitude 

Longitude 

27*4»'21" 

97*0**08** 

27*4ni'* 

97*01*08** 

27*46'26'' 

98*5r40** 

27*45* 14'* 

96*85**r* 

27*44*0»" 

96*88  *5** 

27*42Hr' 

96*51*89" 

27*8**34’' 

96*4r26** 

27*S1'69" 

96*11*4*** 

and  rhumb  lines  Joining  points  at: 

Latitude 

Longitude 

27*60'15" 

97*01*82** 

27*49*54** 

96*59*88** 

27*48*2*** 

98*81*1®" 

27*44'*6** 

98*48*81" 

27*48*4®*' 

98*46*4r' 

27*»5*ir* 

98*27*48" 

27*82*8*** 

98*24*08" 

27*35*68*' 

98*07*88" 

separated  by  areas  inclosed  by  rhumb 
lines  joining  pc^ts  at: 

Latitude 

Longitude 

27*41*10** 

98*47*28" 

37*84*80** 

96*84*01" 

27*84*89** 

96*81'88** 

27*4**08** 

98*48*51" 

27*41*10** 

96*47***" 

and  rhumb  lines  Joining  points  at: 

Latitude 

Longitude 

*7*88*08** 

•8*80*21** 

*7*28*88'* 

98*10*18" 

a7*»4*l»** 

9e*0®*98" 

97*88*1*** 

•••*ri8" 

27*88*08** 

f®*****!" 
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(5)  Aransas  Pass 

Anchorage  Areas. 

The  areas  inclosed  by  rhumb  lines  Join- 

ing  points  at: 

Latitude 

Longitude 

27’49’54'' 

96*59*56" 

27*46'22'' 

96*51*19" 

27*51'46'' 

96*40*12" 

27*63'36’' 

96*56*30" 

27*49'54" 

96*59*66" 

and  rhmnb  lines  Joining  points  at: 

Latitude 

Longitude 

27*46'14'' 

96*65*26** 

27*43’00" 

96*65*27" 

27*44'09’' 

96*63*26" 

27'‘46'14'' 

96*66*26** 

•  •  « 

•  • 

(14)  Coastwise  Safety  Fairways.  (!) 

Brazos  Santisigo  Pass  to  Aransas  Pass. 
The  areas  between  rhumb  lines  Joining 

points  at: 

Latitude 

Longitude 

26*04'12" 

96*69*30" 

26*09'00'' 

96*69*30" 

27*46'26'' 

96*67*40** 

and  rhumb  lines  joining  points  at; 

Latitude 

Longitude 

25*68’64'' 

96*67*24** 

26*02'06'' 

96*67*24*,* 

26*04’00" 

96*67*24" 

27*40*36" 

96*66*30" 

27*43’00" 

96*66*27" 

27*46'14" 

96*65*26" 

(ii)  Aransas  Pass 

to  Calcasieu  Pass. 

The  areas  between  rhumb  lines  joining 

points  at: 

Latitude 

Longitude 

27*43*00" 

96*66*27" 

27*44*09" 

96*53*26** 

27*45*22*' 

96*61*19** 

27*51*46** 

96*40*12** 

28*11*24" 

96*06*06** 

28*12*30** 

96*04*12** 

28*42*24" 

95*12*00*' 

28*44*52** 

96*07*43" 

28*46*58" 

95*05*48** 

28*47*42** 

95*02*42** 

29*02*48** 

94*36*30** 

29*07*42" 

94*27*48** 

29*10*17" 

94*22*30** 

29*29*30** 

93*68*24" 

29*32*03" 

93*46*44" 

29*33*00** 

93*46*26** 

29*32*52" 

93*43*00" 

29*37*32" 

r 

93*21*25** 

and  rhumb  lines  joining  points  at: 

Latitude 

Longitude 

27*40*36" 

96*66*30** 

27*42*47" 

96*61*39" 

27*44*35" 

96*48*31" 

28*10*06*' 

96*04*42" 

28*11*13" 

96*02*46" 

28*43*32" 

96*06*18" 

28*44*39** 

96*04*22" 

29*06*24" 

94*26*12** 

29*06*24" 

94*23*56" 

29*07*41** 

94*22*23" 

29*09*06" 

94*20*36" 

29*27*40** 

93*67*18** 

29*30*39" 

93*43*41" 

29*31*13*' 

93*41*04** 

29*33*56" 

93*28*86" 

29*32*57" 

93*17*00** 

«  •  •  •  • 

(27)  Gulf  Safety  Fairway.  Aransas 
Pass  Safety  Fairway  to  Southwest  Pass 
Safety  Fairway.  The  areas  between 
rhumb  lines  Joining  points  at : 


Latitude 

Longitude 

27*33*06** 

96*80*21" 

27*83*16** 

06*28*16" 

27*33*83" 

96*24*06" 

28*00*36** 

90*08*18" 

rhumb  lines  joining  points  at: 

Latitude 

Longitude 

27*34*60** 

96*34*01" 

27*34*69** 

96*81*66" 

27*36*17** 

96*27*46" 

27*38*02" 

96*49*39" 

27*38*12" 

96*47*19" 

27*44*03" 

94*26*12** 

27*44*13** 

94*23*67" 

27*61*58" 

92*88*20** 

27*62*09" 

92*33*40" 

28*02*32** 

90*09*28" 

•  *  •  •  • 

(Sec.  10,  River  and  Harbor  Act  of  March  3, 
1899,  30  Stat.  1161,  (33  U.S.C.  403);  sec.  4, 
Outer  Continental  Shelf  Lands  Act  of  Au¬ 
gust  7,  1953  (67  Stat.  462;  43  U.S.C.  1333(f) ) ) 

Date:  January  27, 1976. 

By  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army. 

Paul  L.  O’Donnell, 

Major.  U.S.  Army 
Programs  Officer,  TAGCEN. 

[FR  Doc.76-3499  Filed  2-5-76;8;46  am] 

Title  45 — Public  Welfare 

CHAPTER  I— OFFICE  OF  EDUCATION,  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  HEALTH.  EDUCATION. 
AND  WELFARE 

PART  103— RESEARCH  AND  TRAINING, 
EXEMPLARY  AND  CURRICULUM  DE¬ 
VELOPMENT  PROGRAMS  IN  VOCA¬ 
TIONAL  EDUCATION 

Appendix  C — ^Vocational  Education 
Curriculum  Additional  Criteria 

On  November  6,  1975  there  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  at  40  FR 
51654,  a  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
which  set  forth  additional  criteria  for  ap¬ 
plications  for  grants  under  Part  I  of  the 
Vocational  Education  Act  of  1963,  as 
amended,  20  U.S.C.  1302(c).  The  addi¬ 
tional  criteria  were  set  forth  to  revise 
Appendix  C  to  Part  103  of  the  regula¬ 
tions,  45  CFR  Part  103. 

Interested  persons  were  given  30  days 
to  submit  comments,  suggestions,  or  ob¬ 
jections  to  the  proposed  criteria.  No 
comments  were  received. 

The  criteria  therefore,  are  issued  as 
originally  published  without  change,  as 
set  forth  below. 

Effective  Date.  Pursuant  to  section  431 
(d)  of  the  General  Education  Provisions 
Act,  as  amended,  (20  U.S.C.  1232(d)) 
these  regulations  have  been  transmitted 
to  the  Congress  concurrently  with  the 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 
That  section  provides  that  regulations 
subject  thereto  shall  become  effective  on 
the  forty-fifth  day  following  the  date  of 
such  transmission,  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  therein  concerning  Congressional 
action  and  adjournment. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 
13.496;  Vocational  Education  Curriculum) 

Dated:  December  15,  1975. 

T.  H.  Bell, 

U.S.  Commissioner  of  EducaUon. 


Approved:  February  2,  1976. 

liiASJORiE  Lynch, 

Acting  Secretary  of  Health,  Ed¬ 
ucation,  and  Welfare. 

Appendix  C  of  Part  103  of  Title  45  Cm 
is  amended  as  follows: 

Appendix  C — ^Vocational  Education 
CUSBICULUU 

FISCAL  TEAR  1976 

The  Office  of  Education  contemplates  sup¬ 
porting  six  project  grants  for  six  curriculum 
coordination  centers  In  fiscal  year  1976  from 
funds  available  for  the  Vocational  Education 
Curriculum  program.  Four  of  these  awards 
wlU  be  open  to  competition.  Two  will  be  non¬ 
competing  continuations  of  grants  made  in 
fiscal  year  1975  to  the  California  State  De¬ 
partment  of  Eklucatlon  and  to  Mississippi 
State  University. 

Two  of  the  four  competing  awards  will  be 
funded  with  a  two-year  multi-year  approval 
on  a  non-competing  annual  basis.  The  other 
two  of  these  four  awards  will  be  funded  with 
a  three-year  multi-year  approval  on  a  non¬ 
competing  basis.  The  awards  will  be  made  to 
begin  January  1,  1976: 

The  applicants  will  submit  their  project 
goals  and  activities  for  the  multi-year  period. 
Multi-year  approval  is  Intended  to  offer  the 
project  a  reasonable  degree  of  stability  over 
time  and  to  facilitate  long  range  planning. 
Approval  of  a  multi-year  project  shall  not 
commit  the  Office  of  Education  to  provide  fi¬ 
nancial  assistance  from  appropriations  not 
currently  available;  and  second  and  third 
year  funding  is  contingent  on  satisfactory 
performance. 

(a)  Awarded  applicants’  obligations.  One 
of  the  three-year  awards  will  provide  leader¬ 
ship  to  curriculum  coordination  In  the 
Northeast  area  Including  Connecticut,  Maine, 
Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Puerto  Rico,  Rhode  Island,  Ver¬ 
mont,  Virgin  Islands.  The  other  three-year 
award  will  provide  leadership  for  the  North¬ 
west  area  including  Alaska,  Colorado,  Idaho. 
Montana,  North  Dakota,  Oregon,  South 
Dakota,  Utah,  Washington,  Wyoming. 

One  of  the  two-year  awards  will  pro¬ 
vide  leadership  to  curriculum  coordina¬ 
tion  for  the  East-Central  area  including 
Delaware,  District  of  Columbia,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Maryland.  Michigan,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  Wisconsin.  The  other  two-year 
award  will  provide  leadership  for  the 
Midwest  area  including  Arkansas,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Louisiana,  Missouri,  Nebraska, 
New  Mexico,  Oklahoma,  Texas. 

Each  awardee  will  be  the  facilitator  in 
enabling  these  States  to: 

(1)  Improve  their  own  curriculum 
services  and  capabilities; 

(2)  Share  information  and  plans  re¬ 
garding  curriculum  materials  and  needs 
in  prder  to  reduce  duplication  of  efforts; 

(3)  Plan  for  coc^ieration  in  develop¬ 
ment,  testing,  evaluation,  dissemination, 
reproduction  and  implementation  of 
materials;  and 

(4)  Devd(H7  and  maintain  intra-State 
liaison  activities  that  will  stimulate 
co<^rative  r^tlonships  at  State  and 
local  levels. 

In  addition  each  awardee  will  become 
a  member  of  the  National  Network 
Council  fcx*  Curriculum  Ooordinatlm  in 
vocational  and  technical  education;  and 
as  a  member  each  awardee  wlU: 
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(1)  Conduct  coordination,  dissemination 
and  diffusion  activities  In  order  to  Improve 
the  acceptance  of  new  curriculum  products 
and  to  assess  their  Impact; 

(2)  Establish  and  maintain  a  system  (or 
determining  curriculum  needs  In  vocational 
and  technical  education  and  for  recoounend- 
Ing  priorities  for  State  and  national  em¬ 
phasis; 

(3)  Share  information  regarding  materials 
and  studies  available  and  under  dev^c^ 
ment;  and 

(4)  Provide  curriculum  services  which  will 
encourage  the  adaptation,  demonstration  and 
adoption  of  effective  curricula  and  curric¬ 
ulum  development  practices  In  vocational 
and  technical  education. 

The  Office  of  Education  will  entertain  re¬ 
quests  for  these  grants  to  support: 

(1)  Communication  and  coordination  ac¬ 
tivities  with  the  States,  the  Netwc«k,  and 
the  U.S.  Office  of  Education. 

<2)  Travel  costs  and  per  diem  for  the  Cen¬ 
ter  personnel  to  attend  two  meetings  ot  the 
National  Netwcx*!):  Council  for  Currlculiun 
Coordination.  One  of  these  meetings  will  be 
held  In  Washington,  D.C. 

(3)  Travel  costs  and  per  diem,  excluding 
honoraria,  for  State  representatives  to  at¬ 
tend  meetings  sponsored  by  the  center.  Each 
of  the  Shi  centers  will  hold  a  consortium 
meeting  with  their  State  representatives 
concurrently  at  a  central  US.  location. 

(b)  Application  review  criteria.  The  cri¬ 
teria  to  be  utilized  In  reviewing  applications 
are  listed  below.  These  criteria  are  consist¬ 
ent  with  section  lOOa.26.  Review  of  Applica¬ 
tions,  In  the  OfiOce  of  Education’s  General 
Provisions  for  Programs,  published  In  the 
Fedesal  Registeb  in  38  FR  30654  on  Novem¬ 
ber  6,  1973.  Segments  or  a  segment  of  the 
application  must  address  each  criterion.  Each 
criterion  Is  weighted  to  show  the  maximum 
score  that  can  be  given  to  each  spedflc  cri¬ 
terion.  Each  criterion  and  the  maximum 
points  poeslble  are  as  follows: 

Critera:  Score 

(a)  Need  and  problems. — ^The  ap¬ 

plication  should  clearly  define 
the  need  for  the  project  within 
the  specified  consortium  of 
States  and  should  Indicate  re¬ 
sponsiveness  to  problems  rather 
than  symptoms - 

(b)  Objectives. — ^Tbe  objectives 

should  be  clearly  stated,  capable 
of  being  attained  by  the  pro¬ 
posed  procedures,  and  capable 
of  being  measured _ 

(c)  Plan. — ^The  management  plan 

should  show  functions  to  be 
performed  and  services  to  be 
provided;  and  the  procedures  for 
accomplishing  each  are  deline¬ 
ated  _ 

(d)  Results. — ^The  proi>osed  out¬ 

comes  should  be  identified  and 
described  In  terms  of  potential 
impact  at  National,  State  and 
local  levels.  Part  I  program  pur¬ 
poses,  and  cost  effectiveness  and 
efficiency _ _ 

(e)  Institutional  capability. — Ap¬ 

plication  should  clearly  set  forth 
current  curriculum  strengths 
and  the  capability  of  the  ap¬ 
plicant  to  Immediately  initiate 
and  maintain  liaison  functions 
wllh  consortium  States _ 

(f)  Personnel. — The  qualifications 

and  experience  of  key  staff 
should  be  appropriate  for  the 
requirements  of  the  project: 
specific  responsibilities  should 
be  Identified  (or  each  of  the  key 
staff;  and  at  least  one  key  staff 
person  should  devote  a  min¬ 
imum  ot  SO  percent  of  his/her 
time  to  the  project _ 


Criteria — Continued  Score 

(g)  Budget. — The  estimated  cost 
should  be  reasonable  In  relation 
to  anticipated  results  and  the 
geographic  area,  scope,  and 
duration  of  the  project _ 
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PART  133— LIBRARY  RESEARCH  AND 
DEMONSTRATION 

Appendix  A — Criteria  for  Approving 
Appiications 

Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
November  7, 1975  at  40  FR  52048,  setting 
forth  proposed  amended  criteria  in  the 
relations  governing  the  administration 
of  the  program  for  research  and  demon¬ 
stration  imder  Section  223  of  Part  B 
of  Title  n  of  the  Higher  Education  Act 
of  1965,  as  amended  and  renumbered 
by  Section  111  of  the  Education  Amend¬ 
ments  of  1972,  Pub.  L.  92-318,  86  Stat. 
238,  20  U.S.C.  1034.  Section  223  provides 
for  grants  and  contracts  to  institutions 
of  higher  education  and  other  public  and 
private  agencies,  institutions,  and  orga¬ 
nizations  for  research  and  demonstra¬ 
tion  projects  r^ating  to  the  improve¬ 
ment  of  libraries  or  the  improvement  of 
training  in  librarianship  and  for  the  dis¬ 
semination  of  information  derived  from 
such  research  and  demonstration. 

Interested  persons  were  given  thirty 
days  in  which  to  submit  written  com¬ 
ments,  suggestions,  or  objections  regard¬ 
ing  the  proposed  regulations.  One  com¬ 
ment  was  received. 

The  commenter  objected  to  the  cri¬ 
terion  requiring  that  budgets  minimize 
or  exclude  purchase  of  books,  equiinnent, 
and  printing,  since  such  items  are  neces¬ 
sary  for  research  and  demonstration. 
The  proposed  criterion  does,  however, 
allow  expenditures  for  books,  equipment, 
and  duplicating  and  in  fact  goes  on  to 
provide  for  operational  money  “as  neces- 
20  sary  to  support  the  proposed  demonstra¬ 
tion.”  Since  the  elimination  of  the  cri¬ 
terion  would  tend  to  divert  limited  fimds 
from  resource  and  demonstration  pur- 
jo  poses  to  acquisition  of  resources  which 
may  be  otherwise  available,  no  change 
has  bem  made  in  the  final  regulation. 

Effective  date.  Pursuant  to  Section  431 
(d)  of  the  General  Education  Provisions 
Act,  as  amended  (20  UJS.C.  1232(d)), 
™  these  regulations  have  been  transmitted 
to  the  Congress  concurrently  wltti  the 
publication  of  this  document  in  the 
Federal  Register.  That  section  provides 
that  regulations  subject  thereto  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  on  the  forty-fifth  day  fol- 
^  lowing  the  date  of  such  transmission, 
subject  to  the  provisions  therein  con¬ 
cerning  Congre^onal  action  and  ad- 
joumm^t. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13.475,  Research  and  Demonstration 
(General  Library  Research) ) 

Dated:  January  5, 1976. 

T.  H.  Bell, 

U.S.  Commissioner  of  Edmcaiton. 

Approved:  February  2, 1976. 

Marjorie  Lynch. 

Acting  Secretarj/  of  Health, 

10  Education,  and  Welfare. 


Appendix  A  of  Part  133  of  Title  45  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
amended  to  read  as  set  forth  below. 

Appendix  A— Criteria  roa  Approvino 
S  APPLICATIOM8 

(a)  Initial  applications.  In  approving  ap¬ 
plications  for  new  projects,  the  Commissioner 
wUl  use  the  following  criteria  and  maximum 
weights  in  connection  with  the  special  con¬ 
sideration  described  in  f  133.7.  These  crltMia 
are  consistent  with  and  take  the  place  of 
the  criteria  ^>eclfled  in  46  CFR  lOOa.26. 

(1)  Significance,  impact  and  relevance.  The 
proposed  project  promisee  to  contribute  to 
the  solution  of  an  important  library  problem, 
the  Improvement  of  operations  or  services  In 
a  significant  number  at  libraries,  or  the 
fulfillment  of  unmet  informational,  cultural 
or  educational  needs;  the  relevance  of  the 
project  to  special  consideration  as  reflected  in 
the  program  regulations;  and  the  reason¬ 
ableness  with  regard  to  cost  in  relation  to 
anticipated  results.  (30  points) 

(2)  Problem  and  needs  assessment.  The 
proposal  Identifies  and  demonstrates  by  ob¬ 
jective  evidence  the  nature  and  magnitude  of 
the  needs  to  be  addressed  by  the  proposed 
program,  the  degree  of  the  applicant's  dem¬ 
onstrated  knowledge  of  prevloiu  successes 
and  failures  with  the  same  or  similar  pro¬ 
grams.  and  the  abUity  to  accommodate  them. 
(5  p<Hnts) 

(3)  Statement  of  objectives.  Objectives  of 
the  proposed  project  are  sharply  defined, 
clearly  stated,  capable  of  being  attained  by 
the  proposed  procedures  and  are  capable  of 
being  measured.  EUnds  and  nature  of  out¬ 
put  products  to  meet  these  objectives  are 
clearly  ^>eclfied  and  have  high  potential  ef¬ 
fectiveness  in  meeting  the  objectives.  (10 
points) 

(4)  Activities  and  scheduling.  Activities 
included  in  the  proposed  program  promise 
of  themselves  to  result  in  the  attainment  of 
the  applicant’s  stated  objectives  and  are  so 
scheduled  as  to  result  in  that  attainment 
in  an  efficient  manner.  ( 10  points) 

(5)  Resources  and  resource  management. 
The  application  indicates  that  the  project 
will  be  (prided  with  adequate  resources  and 
effective  management.  Consideration  will  be 
given  to  the  following  factors: 

(1)  Key  personnel  with  adequate  quali¬ 
fications  and  experience — (30  of  36  points); 

(il)  Coordination  with  and  maximum 
utilization  of  existing  library  resources — (3 
of  35  points) ; 

(ill)  Appropriate  utilization  of  specialists, 
consultants,  community  advisory  boards, 
project  advisory  boards,  and  paraprofes- 
slonals  where  necessary — (3  at  36  points); 

(iv)  A  realistic  and  sufficient  budget  that 
corresponds  to  the  statement  of  work  or 
activities  to  be  performed — (3  of  35  points) ; 

(v)  A  budget  that  minimises  or  excludes 
purchase  of  books,  equipment,  and  printing 
and  in  general  does  not  provide  for  opera¬ 
tional  money  except  as  necessary  to  support 
the  proposed  project — (4  of  35  points) ; 

(vi)  Existing  facilities  that  are  ad^uate 
for  the  project — (2  of  38  points) . 

(6)  Evaluation.  Applicant  provides  for  ob¬ 
jective  quantifiable  measurement  of  the  suc¬ 
cess  of  proposed  program  In  attaining  the 
stated  objectives.  Coiudderatloa  will  be  given 
to  the  following  factors: 

(i)  A  statement  of  criteria  by  which  at¬ 
tainment  of  objectives  is  to  be  measured; 

(tl)  Description  of  the  Instruments  to  be 
used  to  collect  data  or  method  of  selecting 
existing  instruments; 

(ill)  An  assessment  of  the  validity  of  such 
Instruments; 

(Iv)  Schedule  for  collection  of  data  and 
description  of  method  to  be  used  to  review 
the  program;  and 

(V)  Provision  for  comparison  of  evalua¬ 
tion  results,  norms,  control  groiq)  or  per- 
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formance  results  of  other  programs  or  other 
external  standards.  (5  points) 

(7)  Dissemination.  The  proposal  contains 

provisions  which  promise  to  result  In  ade¬ 
quate  dissemination  of  the  results  of  the 
proposed  program  and  will  make  outputs 
available  through  commercial  publications, 
published  articles,  conference  papers,  audio¬ 
visual  presentations  or  m  other  ways  as  ap¬ 
propriate.  (5  points)  ^ 

(8)  Continuity  and  replication  of  project. 
The  proposed  program  Is  designed  In  a  man¬ 
ner  to  Insure  the  continuity  of  the  project 
or  parts  of  It  at  the  site  selected  or  Its  re¬ 
plication  at  other  sites  as  well  as  strength  of 
commitment  to  continuity  and  where  appro¬ 
priate  replication  at  other  sites  in  support¬ 
ing  letters  and  documents.  (10  points) 

(20  U.S.C.  1031,  1034) 

(b)  Continuation  of  assistance.  In  approv¬ 
ing  applications  for  assistance  to  continue 
programs  already  funded  under  this  part 
during  the  fiscal  year  for  which  assistance  Is 
sought,  the  Commissioner  will  apply  (In 
addition  to  the  criteria  set  forth  In  45  CFR 
100ai26(b) )  the  following  criteria: 

(1)  Program  results.  The  extent  to  which: 

(1)  The  applicant  demonstrates,  by  tech¬ 
nical  and  evaluation  reports,  products,  and 
other  objective  evidence,  that  the  program 
proposed  to  be  continued  has  been  success¬ 
ful  In  meeting  stated  objectives  and  Identi¬ 
fied  needs;  and 

(11)  Such  program  has  been  modified  as 
may  be  required  so  as  to  Increase  the  likeli¬ 
hood  of  success  in  meeting  such  needs. 

(2)  Adoption  by  others.  The  extent  to 
which  services,  techniques,  and  new  knowl¬ 
edge' resulting  from  activities  assisted  under 
this  part  In  prior  fiscal  years  have  been 
adopted  by  others. 

(3)  Other  educational  criteria.  The  extent 
to  which  the  proposed  activities  satisfy  the 
criteria  set  forth  In  paragraph  (a)  “Initial 
applications.” 

(c)  Priority.  In  approving  applications  for 
assistance  under  this  part,  the  Commissioner 
will  give  priority  to  the  applications  de¬ 
scribed  In  paragraph  (b)  of  this  section. 
“Continuation  of  assistance”,  for  continua¬ 
tion  of  projects  within  their  previously  es¬ 
tablished  project  periods. 

(20  TJ.S.C.  1031-1034) 

(FR  Doc.76-3654  Piled  2-5-76:8:45  am] 

Title  5 — Administrative  Personnel 
CHAPTER  I— CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 
PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 

National  Aeronautics  and  Space 
Administration 

Section  213.3348  Is  amended  to  show 
that  one  position  of  Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Associate  Administrator  for 
Aeronautics  and  Space  Technology  is 
excepted  under  Schedule  C. 

Effective  on  February  6,  1976,  §  213.- 
3348(u)  Is  added  as  set  out  below : 

§  213.3348  National  Aeronautics  and 
Space  Administration. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(u)  One  Executive  Assistant  to  the 
Associate  Administrator  for  Aeronautics 
and  Space  Technology. 

(6  UA.C.  3301,  3302;  EO  10577,  3  CFR  1954- 
1958  Comp.,  p.  218) 

1  United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 

ice  CoHmssioN, 

[seal!  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
[PR  Doc.76-3826  Plied  2-5-76:10:02  am] 
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Title  47 — ^Telecommunication 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL 
COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 

PART  2— FREQUENCY  ALLOCATIONS  AND 
RADIO  TREATY  MATTERS;  GENERAL 
RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

National  Table  of  Frequency  Allocations 

Order.  In  the  matter  of  amendment  of 
Part  2  of  the  Commission’s  rules  to  effect 
an  editorial  revision  concerning  the  Na¬ 
tional  Table  of  Frequency  Allocations, 

§  2.106  [Amended] 

1.  Section  2.106  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations  contains  the  Na¬ 
tional  Table  of  Frequency  Allocations. 
In  the  band  1558.5-1636.5  MHz,  there  is 
a  footnote,  US  39A,  concerning  a  pro¬ 
visional  allocation  regarding  collision 
avoidance  functions.  In  an  effort  to  keep 
the  table  consistent  in  form,  footnote 
designator  US  39A  will  be  changed  to  US 
40.  This  change  will  appear  in  the  table 
as  well  as  in  the  list  of  footnotes  follow¬ 
ing  the  table.  The  wording  of  this  foot¬ 
note  remains  unchanged. 

2.  Authority  for  this  amendment  is 
contained  in  section  4(1),  5(d)(1)  and 
303  (r)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended.  Because  the  amend¬ 
ment  is  editorial  in  nature,  the  prior  no¬ 
tice  and  effective  date  provisions  of  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act,  5  U.S.C. 
553,  do  not  apply. 

3.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  effective 
February  6, 1976,  that  Part  2  of  the  rules 
and  regulations  is  amended  as  set  forth 
in  paragraph  1. 

(Secs.  4,  6,  303,  48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066, 
1068,  1082;  (47  U.S.C.  164,  165,  303) ) 

Adopted  and  released;  January  23, 
1976. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

I  SEAL]  Richard  D.  Lichtwardt, 
Executive  Director. 
[PR  Doc.76-3640  Filed  2-6-76:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  20491] 

PART  73— RADIO  BROADCAST  SERVICES 
Table  of  Assignments;  Goleta,  California 

Report  and  order — {Proceeding  Ter¬ 
minated).  In  the  matter  of  amendment 
of  §  73.202(b),  Table  of  assignments,  FM 
Broadcast  Stations  (Gtoleta,  CTalifomia) , 
Docket  No.  20491;  RM-2451. 

1.  ’The  Commission  has  under  consid¬ 
eration  its  notice  of  proposed  rulemak¬ 
ing,^  in  which  it  proposed  to  assign  dian- 
nel  292A  to  Goleta,  California,  as  a  first 
local  FM  assignment  to  the  cmnmunity. 
The  Notice  proposed  no  other  changes  in 
the  FM  Table  of  Assignments. 

2.  The  Notice  was  issued  in  response 
to  a  “Petition  for  Rule  Making’’  submit¬ 
ted'  on  behalf  of  Erway  Broadcasting 
Corporation  (“Erway”).  It  set  forth  for 
comment  the  proposed  assignment  de¬ 
scribed  above.  Further,  it  requested  Er¬ 
way  to  express  in  its  comments  a  com¬ 
mitment  to  serve  primarily  the  needs  and 
interests  of  Goleta  and  not  those  of  the 
adjacent  and  larger  city  of  Santa  Bar¬ 
bara.  California,  should  the  assignment 

1 40  PR  24762,  June  10, 1976. 
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be  made  as  proposed.  Erway  was  the  only 
party  to  respond  to  the  Notice. 

3.  The  relevant  economic,  social,  and 
demographic  data  were  set  forth  and  dis¬ 
cussed  in  the  Notice. 

4.  Following  careful  review  of  the  rec¬ 
ord  in  this  proceeding,  we  conclude  that 
the  public  interest  would  be  enhanced 
by  the  adoption  of  the  assignment  as 
proposed.  Our  action  requires  no  addi¬ 
tional  changes  in  the  FM  Table  of  As¬ 
signments  and  results  in  no  serious  pre¬ 
clusion.*  Most  importantly,  in  assigning 
Channel  292A  to  Goleta  (pop.  14,029  *) , 
we  are  providing  a  significant  number  of 
persons  with  a  first  local  radio  service 
and  a  first  broadcast  outlet  for  local  ex¬ 
pression. 

5.  In  response  to  our  request  that  the 
petitioner  express  a  commitment  to  serve 
Goleta  rather  than  Santa  Barbara,  Er¬ 
way  states  that  if  it  is  successful  in  ob¬ 
taining  broadcast  authority  for  a  sta¬ 
tion  on  Channel  292A  at  Goleta,  the 
studios  and  transmitter  will  be  located  in 
the  commimity,  and  that  a  community 
survey  will  be  taken  to  ascertain  the 
needs,  interests,  and  problems  of  Goleta. 
The  petitioner  adds  that  the  station 
programming  will  be  directed  primarily 
at  the  needs  of  the  community.  In  light 
of  these  assurances  which  are  now  a 
matter  of  record,  we  are  persuaded  both 
by  Erway’s  affirmative  expression  of  in¬ 
tent  and  by  a  review  of  the  facts  them¬ 
selves  that  a  “Berwick”  issue*  is  not 
likely  to  arise  and  that  a  station  at 
Goleta  will,  in  fact,  serve  Goleta. 

6.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That  ef¬ 
fective  March  15,  1976,  the  FM  Table 
of  Assignments  (§  73.202(b)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  and  regulations)  is 
amended  with  respect  to  the  following 
enumerated  community  to  read: 

City:  Channel  No. 

Goleta,  Calif _  292A 

7.  Authority  for  the  actions  taken 
herein  is  foimd  in  sections  4(1),  303(g) 
and  (r),  and  307(b)  of  the  Communica¬ 
tions  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  and  in 
§  0.281(b)  (6)  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulations. 

8.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  is  terminated. 

(Secs.  4,  6,  303,  307,  48  Stat.,  as  amended, 
1066,  1068,  1082,  1083;  (47  U.S.C.  154,  155, 
303,  307)) 

Adopted  and  Released:  January  29, 
1976. 

Federal  Communications 

COMBOSSION, 

[seal]  Wallace  E.  Johnson, 

Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau. 


*  The  use  of  Channel  202A  at  Goleta  would 
preclude  the  use  of  Channels  289,  291,  292A, 
293,  and  295  In  the  area.  The  communities 
that  are  precluded  from  the  assignment  of 
these  channels  either  have  PM  assignments 
or  receive  service  from  communities  that  do. 

*  1970  U.S.  Census. 

*  See  Berwick  Broadcasting  Corp.,  12  F.C.C. 
2d  8  (1968)  applying  to  FM  station  the  subur¬ 
ban  Issue  considerations  of  AM  broadcast 
stations  set  forth  in  Policy  Statement  on 
307(b),  2  F.C.C.  2d  190  (1965),  afl'd  on  re¬ 
consideration,  2  F.C.C.  2d  866  (1966). 
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Note;  Rules  changes  herein  will  be  covered 
by  the  1976  edition  of  Vol\une  IIL 

IFR  Doc.76-3639  Rled  2-5-76:8:46  am] 

Title  49— Transportation 

CHAPTER  X— INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Ex  Parte  No.  MC-lOO] 

PART  1023— STANDARDS  FOR  REGISTRA¬ 
TION  OF  CERTIFICATES  AND  PERMITS 
WITH  STATES 

At  a  General  Session  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  held  at  its  office 
in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  30th  day  of 
January,  1976. 

It  appearing.  That  pursuant  to  section 
202(b)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act, 
this  Commission  promulgated  standards 
for  registering  with  the  various  States, 
certificates  and  permits  issued  by  this 
Commission;  that  these  standards  are 
contained  in  Part  1023  of  Title  49  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations;  that 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  has 
amended  Subsection  (b)  of  section  202 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  [49 
U.S.C.,  Sec.  302(b)  (2)  1  so  as  to  authorize 
the  “national  organization  of  the  State 
commissions”  to  determine  and  officially 
certify  standards  to  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  evidencing  the 
lawfulness  of  interstate  operations  of 
motor  carriers,  and  to  require  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission  to  promul¬ 
gate  such  standards  into  law;  that  the 
National  Association  of  Regulatory  Util¬ 
ity  Commissioners  (NARUC)  constitutes 
the  “national  organization  of  tiie 
State  commissions”;  that  NARUC  has 
determined  that  the  standards  contained 
in  49  C7FR  1023  should  be  further 
amended;  and  that,  therefore,  49  CFR 
1023  should  be  amended  as  indicated  in 
the  notice  accompanying  this  order; 

Wherefore,  and  good  cause  appearing, 
therefor; 

It  is  ordered.  That  Part  1023  of  Title 
49  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  be, 
and  it  is  hereby,  amended  in  accordance 
with  the  notice  accompanying  this  order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  at¬ 
tached  notice  be,  and  it  is  hereby, 
adopted  and  is  incorporated  by  reference 
into  this  order. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  notice 
of  the  amendments  authorized  herein 
shall  be  given  to  the  general  public  by 
depositing  a  copy  of  this  order  and  the 
attached  notice  in  the  Office  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  and  by  delivering  a  copy  of  the 
notice  to  the  Director,  Office  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  for  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

•  Purpose:  The  purpose  of  this  docu 
ment  is  to  notify  the  public  that  the  inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission  is  amending 
its  regulations  to  permit  a  State  commis¬ 


sion  to  cancel  a  motor  carrier’s  registra¬ 
tion  of  interstate  operating  authority  if  the 
carrier  fails  to  register  and  identify  its 
vehicles  and  driveaway  operations  viith 
such  State  commission  for  3  consecutive 
years  and  to  permit  the  reuse  of  a  cab  card 
prepared  for  a  vehicle  operated  under 
leases  of  29  days’  duration  or  less.  • 

By  petition  filed  December  11,  1975, 
the  National  Association  of  Regulatory 
Utility  Commissioners  (NARUC),  in¬ 
formed  the  Commission  that  it  had  de¬ 
termined  imder  section  202(b)  (2)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act,  as  amended 
[49  U.S.C.,  Sec.  302(b)(2)],  that  the 
standards  promulgated  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  Part  1023  of  Title  49  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations  should  be 
amended  to  permit  a  State  commission 
to  cancel  a  motor  carrier’s  r^istration  of 
interstate  operating  authority  if  the  car¬ 
rier  fails  to  register  and  identify 
its  vehicles  and  driveaway  operations 
with  such  State  commission  for  3  con¬ 
secutive  years  and  to  permit  the  reuse  of 
a  cab  card  prepared  for  a  vehicle  oper¬ 
ated  under  leases  of  29  days’  duration  or 
less. 

Pertinent  portions  of  section  202 
(b)  (2)  of  the  Interstate  Ccunmerce  Act, 
as  amended,  read  as  follows: 

(2)  The  requirement  be  a  State  that  any 
motor  carrier  operating  In  Interstate  or  for¬ 
eign  commerce  within  the  borders  of  that 
State  register  Its  certificate  of  pubUc  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  or  permit  Issued  by 
the  Commission  shall  not  constitute  an  un¬ 
due  burden  on  interstate  commerce  provided 
that  such  registration  Is  accomplished  in 
acccx'dance  with  standards,  or  amendments 
thereto,  determined  and  officially  certified 
to  the  Commission  by  the  national  organiza¬ 
tion  of  the  State  commissions,  as  referred  to 
In  section  206(f)  of  this  act,  and  promul¬ 
gated  by  the  Commission.  As  so  certified, 
such  standards,  or  amendments  thereto, 
shall  be  promvilgated  forthwith  by  the  Cmn- 
misslon  and  shall  become  effective  five  years 
from  the  date  of  such  promulgation:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  (1)  any  amendments  of  such 
standards,  which  are  determined  by  the  na¬ 
tional  OTganlzatlon  of  the  State  commissions 
and  promulgated  by  the  Commission  prior  to 
the  Initial  effective  date  of  such  standards 
become  effective  date;  and  (2)  after  such 
standards  beccune  effective  initially,  any 
amendments  oi  such  standards,  which  are 
subsequently  determined  by  the  national 
organization  of  the  State  commissions  shaU 
become  effective  at  tiie  time  of  promulgation 
mr  at  such  oUier  time,  subsequent  to  promul¬ 
gation  by  the  Commission,  as  may  be  deter¬ 
mined  by  such  organization.  As  used  in  this 
paragraph,  “standards  or  amendments 
thereto"  shall  mean  specification  of  forms 
and  procedures  required  to  evidence  the  law¬ 
fulness  of  Interstate  operations  of  a  carrier 
within  a  State  by  (a)  filing  and  maintaining 
current  records  of  the  certificates  and  per¬ 
mits  Issued  by  the  Commission,  (b)  register¬ 
ing  and  Identifying  vehicles  as  operating 
under  such  certificates  and  permits,  (c)  fil¬ 
ing  and  malntainli^  evidence  of  currently 
effective  Issuance  or  qualifications  as  a  self- 
insurer  under  rules  and  regulations  of  the 
Commission,  and  (d)  filing  designations  of 
local  agents  for  service  of  process. 

NARUC,  having  determined  that 
amendments  to  these  standards  are  re¬ 
quired,  officially  certified  th«n  to  this 
Commission.  This  notice  regarding 


amendments  to  Part  1023  ol  Title  49  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  which 
will  becixne  effective  30  dasrs  from  the 
date  of  service  of  the  mrder  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  is  issued  pursuant  to  secti(«  202 
(b)  (2)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
[49  U.S.C.  302(b)(2)]. 

By  the  Commission 

[SEAL]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary.  \ 

Accordingly.  49  CFR  1023  is  amended 
in  the  follow^  manner: 

§  1023.14  [Amended] 

(1)  Striking  the  period  at  the  end 
the  tiUe  of  49  CFR,  $  1023.14,  and 
inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 
“;  cancellation.”; 

(2)  Striking  the  period  at  the  raid  of 
49  CFR,  $  1023.14,  and  Inserting 
in  lieu  thereof  the  following:  “;  pro¬ 
vided.  however.  That  if  a  motor  carrier 
fails  to  register  and  identify  its  vehicles 
and  driveaway  operations  with  such 
State  commission  pursuant  to  Subpart  D 
of  this  Part  for  3  consecutive  years,  such 
commissicm  may  cancel  the  motor  car¬ 
rier’s  registration  of  ICC  operating  au¬ 
thority  imder  this  Subpart  upon  thirty 
days  notice  to  the  carrier  at  its  last 
known  address,  and  the  carrier  shall  not 
thereafter  exercise  its  ICC  authority 
within  the  borders  of  such  State  unless 
and  until  it  shall  have  again  registered 
such  authority  as  prescribed  by  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  Subpart  and  shall  have 
complied  with  all  other  requirements  of 
this  Part.”; 

(3)  Adding  at  the  end  of  49  CFR, 
§  1023.32(f),  the  following:  “How¬ 
ever,  in  the  case  of  a  vehicle  leased  by 
the  motor  carrier  for  29  consecutive  days’ 
duration  or  less,  the  carrier  may  reuse 
the  cab  card  for  the  same  vehicle  when 
subsequently  leased  for  29  consecutive 
days’  duration  or  less,  if  it  enters  in  the 
upper  left-hand  comer  of  the  front  of  the 
cab  card  the  figure  and  words  *29  day 
lease  or  less’  and  if  it  enters  an  expira- 
ticm  date  in  Ihe  space  provided  below  the 
certificate  which  shall  be  within  a  period 
of  15  months  from  the  date  the  cab  card 
is  executed  and  shall  not  be  later  in  time 
than  the  expiration  date  of  any  identi¬ 
fication  stamp  or  number  placed  on  the 
back  thereof.”; 

[FB  Doc.76-3709  PUed  2-6-76;8:45  am] 


Title  50— Wildlife  and  Fisheries 

CHAPTER  I— 4JNITED  STATES  FISH  AND 
WILDUFE  SERVICE.  DEPARTMENT  OF 
THE  INTERIOR 

PART  18 — MARINE  MAMMALS 
Procedures  for  Hearings 

On  May  29,  1975,  the  Director  of  the 
United  States  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
published  a  document  in  the  Federal 
Register  (40  FR  23307)  proposing  to 
amend  Subpart  G  of  Part  18,  Subchap¬ 
ter  B,  Chapter  I  of  "ntle  50,  CFR,  by 
deleting  it  entirely  and  replacing  it  with 
new  language.  The  proposed  amendment 
expanded  the  application  of  Subpart  G 
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hearing  procedures  from  walrus  to  all 
marine  mammals  and  adopted  regula¬ 
tions  published  in  final  form  by  the  Na¬ 
tional  Marine  Fisheries  Service  on 
March  5. 1975  (40  FR  10182) ,  as  the  pro¬ 
cedural  regulations  used  by  the  U.S.  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service  to  govern  hearings 
on  the  record  which  are  required  by  Sec¬ 
tion  103  of  the  Marine  Mammal  Protec¬ 
tion  Act  (16  U.S.C.  1361  et  seq.).  The 
proposed  amendment  allowed  the  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  and  the  Na¬ 
tional  Marine  Fisheries  Service  to  simul¬ 
taneously  accommodate  joint  requests 
for  waivers  of  the  moratorium  and  hear¬ 
ings  required  by  Section  103  of  the  Act. 
Comments  with  respect  to  the  proposed 
amendment  were  received  from  the  En¬ 
vironmental  Defense  Fund  (EDF)  and 
from  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals, 
U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior  (OHA) . 

A.  After  due  consideration  of  the  com¬ 
ments  received,  the  following  changes 
are  made  in  the  proposed  amendment 
in  addition  to  minor  language  changes 
for  clarification: 

1.  The  definition  of  “witness”  In  S  18.- 
71(c)  is  expanded  to  allow  the  receipt  of 
direct  oral  testimony  and  to  allow  testi¬ 
mony  concerning  a  proposed  waiver. 

2.  A  definition  of  “preesldlng  officer” 
is  added  to  S  18.71  for  the  purpose  of 
clarification. 

3.  Section  18.73  Burden  of  proof  Is 
added  to  specify  the  allocation  of  the 
bmden  of  proof  which  Is  implicit  in  the 
Act.  Subsequent  sections  are  renumbered 
accordingly. 

4.  The  terms  of  §  18.74(b)  (6)  are 
broadened  to  apply  to  final  Environ¬ 
mental  Impact  Statements  as  well  as 
draft  Environmental  Impact  Statements. 

5.  Reference  to  the  time  when  records 
and  submitted  direct  testimony  will  be 
available  for  public  Inspection  and  ap¬ 
propriate  reference  to  other  documents 
are  added  to  the  requirements  of  S  18.74 
(b)  (8)  in  order  to  facilitate  public  access 
to  that  material. 

6.  The  words  “of  hearing”  are  added 
after  the  word  “notice”  in  S  18.75  for 
clarity. 

7.  In  !  18.76(a)  reference  to  OHA  is 
added  for  clartflcation  and  to  conform 
with  actual  practice. 

8.  Reference  to  OHA  is  added  to  §  18.- 
76(c)  for  clarification. 

9.  Reference  to  recognized  canons  of 
Judicial  ethics  is  added  to  §  18.76(d)  in 
order  to  provide  more  specific  and  satis¬ 
factory  guidelines  for  withdrawal  by  a 
presiding  officer. 

10.  Section  18.76(e)  is  reworded  and 
reference  to  OHA  is  added  for  clarifica¬ 
tion  purposes. 

11.  The  term  “prehearing  order”  is 
substituted  for  the  term  “final  hearing 
agenda”  in  S  18.77(a)  for  consistency 
with  §  18.81. 

12.  The  prohibition  of  §  18.80(c)  is  re¬ 
worded  for  clarification  to  apply  to  all 
communications  of  a  presiding  officer. 

13.  Section  18.81(e)  is  deleted  and  re¬ 
located  for  clarity  as  §  18.82(d) . 

14.  The  title  of  S  18.82  is  changed  to 
“prehearing  order”  and  all  references  to 
the  **final  agenda"  in  the  text  of  that 
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section  are  changed  to  “prehearing  or¬ 
der”  in  order  to  conform  to  actual  prac¬ 
tice  and  for  continuity  with  the  preced¬ 
ing  section. 

15.  The  phrase  “and  shall  also  publish 
a  date  for  filing  written  comments  on  the 
proposed  regulations”  and  the  last  sen¬ 
tence  of  §  18.83(a)  are  deleted  from  that 
section  and  the  remainder  is  reworded 
for  clarity. 

16.  The  term  “prehearing  order”  is 
substituted  for  the  term  “final  agenda” 
throughout  §  18.84  for  consistency  with 
S  18.81. 

17.  Section  18.85  is  reworded  for  clar¬ 
ification  purposes. 

18.  The  terms  of  §  18.86(b)  are  broad¬ 
ened  to  apply  to  final  Environmental 
Impact  Statements  as  well  as  draft  En¬ 
vironmental  Impact  Statements. 

19.  The  provisions  of  §§  18.88(a)  (2) 
and  (3) ,  which  are  implicit  in  i  18.88(a) 
(4),  are  deleted  to  avoid  redundancy. 

20.  Section  18.90  is  rewritten  for  clari¬ 
fication. 

21.  In  !  18.90(d)  the  time  limit  within 
which  written  comments  on  the  recom¬ 
mended  decision  may  be  filed  is  in¬ 
creased  to  30  days  in  order  to  facilitate 
submission  of  such  ccanments. 

B.  Other  recommended  changes  in  the 
proposed  amendment  have  been  care¬ 
ful  considered  but  have  not  been  ac¬ 
cepted.  The  following  suggestions  were 
not  adopted  for  the  reasons  assigned: 

1.  The  recommendation  that  the  title 
“administrative  law  Judge”  be  substi¬ 
tuted  throughout  the  subpart  for  the 
title  “presiding  officer”  is  rejected.  As 
the  definition  added  to  S  18.71  by  these 
aqiendments  makes  clear,  an  a^inis- 
trative  law  judge  must  be  employed  by 
the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  and 
awJointed  in  accordance  with  5  U.S.C. 
3105  to  be  a  presiding  officer.  Use  of  the 
title  “administrative  law  Judge”  in  this 
subpart  would  therefore  be  inaccurate 
and  misleading. 

2.  It  was  suggested  that  i  18.74(b)  be 
revised  to  require  the  notice  of  hearing 
to  include  the  following:  a  descripti(m 
of  the  nature  and  extent  of  any  proposed 
waiver  of  the  moratorium;  an  estimate 
of  the  existing  levels  of  the  species  and 
population  stocks  of  the  marine  mam¬ 
mal  or  mammals  concerned;  a  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  expected  impact  of  the 
proposed  regulations  on  the  optimmn 
sustainable  population  of  the  species  or 
population  stocks  concerned;  a  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  evidence  before  the  Secretary 
upon  which  he  proposes  to  base  the  regu¬ 
lations;  a  description  of  any  studies 
made  by  or  for  the  Secretary  which  re¬ 
late  to  the  establishment  of  the  proposed 
regulations  and  the  place  where  such 
studies  are  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion;  and  any  recommendations  made 
by  or  for  the  Secretary  or  the  Marine 
Mammal  Commission  which  relate  to  the 
establishment  of  the  proposed  regula¬ 
tions.  This  recommendatim  is  rejected 
on  the  grounds  that  §  18.74(b)  (4)  now 
requires' the  notice  of  hearing  to  include 
a  summary  of  all  the  Infcumation  re¬ 
ferred  to  by  the  recommendation  and 
that  §  18.74(b)  (8)  as  amended  encom¬ 


passes  such  information  and  facilitates 
access  to  it  by  Interested  monbers  of 
the  public. 

3.  The  recommendation  that  the  first 
sentence  of  each  subsection  of  S  18.87  be 
prefaced  with  the  phrase  "imless  other¬ 
wise  ordered  by  the  presiding  officer”  is 
rejected.  The  flexibility  In  hearing  pro¬ 
cedures  which  the  recommradation  is 
intended  to  provide  is  afforded  by  §  18.76 
(b)  (5) . 

4.  It  was  recommended  that  S  18.89  in¬ 
clude  a  provision  that  an  interested  per¬ 
son  need  not  be  a  party  to  submit  com¬ 
ments  on  the  proposed  regulations  and 
waiver.  Such  an  suidition  is  considered 
unnecessary  in  view  of  established  pro¬ 
cedure  with  respect  to  proposed  regula¬ 
tions  and  the  language  of  §  18.90(d). 

Accordingly.  Subpart  O  of  Part  18, 
Subchapter  B,  Chapter  I  of  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  is  revised 
as  set  forth  below.  These  regulations 
shall  become  effective  March  8, 1976. 

Dated:  January  27, 1976. 

Ltnn  Orbenwalt, 
Director, 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

Subpart  G  of  Part  18  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

Sub  part  <S — NoUca  and  Haaring  on  Saction  103 
Regulations 

See 

18.70  Basis  and  purpose. 

18.71  Definitions. 

18.72  Scope  of  regulations. 

18.73  Biurden  of  proof. 

18.74  Notice  of  bearing. 

18.75  Notification  by  interested  persons. 

18.76  Presiding  ofBcer. 

18.77  Direct  testimony  submitted  as  written 

documents. 

18.78  Mailing  address. 

18.79  Inspectlrm  and  ct^ylng  of  documents. 

18.80  Ex  psute  commtuUcatlons. 

18.81  Prebearing  conference. 

18.82  Prebearing  order. 

18.83  Determination  to  cancel  the  bearing. 

18.84  Bebuttal  testimony  and  new  issues  of 

fact  In  prehearing  order. 

18.85  Waiver  of  right  to  participate. 

18.86  Conduct  of  the  hearing. 

18B7  Direct  testimony. 

18.88  Cross-examination. 

18.89  Oral  and  written  arguments. 

18.90  Recommended  decision,  certification 

of  the  transcript  and  submission  of 
comments  on  the  reemnmended 
decision. 

18.91  Director’s  decision. 

Authobitt:  Sec.  103  of  the  Marine  Mam¬ 
mal  Protection  Act  (16  UJ3.C.  1361  et  seq.). 

Subpart  G — Notica  and  Hearing  on  Section 
103  Regulations 

§18.70  Basis  and  purpose. 

(a)  Sections  101(a)(2),  101(a)(3) 

(A),  and  101(b)  of  the  Marine  Mammal 
Protection  Act  of  1972  (16  UB.C.  1371 
(a)(2),  1371(a)(3)(A),  and  1371(b)) 
and  these  regulations  authorize  the  Di¬ 
rector,  U.S.  Pish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
to:  (1)  Impose  regulations  governing 
the  taking  of  marine  mammals  inci¬ 
dental  to  commercial  fishing  operations; 
(2)  waive  the  moratorium  and  adopt 
regulations  with  respect  to  the  taking 
and  importing  of  animals  from  each 
species  of  marine  mammals  under  his 
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Jurisdiction;  and  (3)  prescribe  regula¬ 
tions  governing  the  taking  of  depleted 
marine  mammals  by  any  Indian,  Aleut 
or  Eskimo,  respectively.  In  presiulblng 
regulations  to  carry  out  the  provisions 
of  said  sections,  the  act  refers  the  Direc¬ 
tor  to  section  103  (16  U.S.C.  1373).  In 
accordance  with  §  103(d),  regulations 
must  be  made  on  the  record  after  op¬ 
portunity  for  an  agency  hearing  on  such 
regulations  and,  in  the  case  of  a  waiver, 
on  the  determination  by  the  Director  to 
waive  the  moratorium  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  101(a)(3)(A)  (16  UJ3.C.  1371(a) 

(3) (A)). 

§  18.71  Definitions. 

Definitions  shall  be  the  same  as  in 
subpart  A  of  this  Part  except  as  follows: 

(a)  “Party”  means  for  the  purposes 
of  this  subpart: 

(1)  The  Director  or  his  represent¬ 
ative;  or 

(2)  A  person  who  has  notified  the 
Director  by  specified  dates  of  his  or  her 
Intent  to  participate  in  the  hearing  ptur- 
suant  to  §§  18.75  and  18.84(b). 

(b)  “Presiding  oflBcer”  means,  for  the 
piuposes  of  this  subpart,  an  adminis¬ 
trative  law  judge  of  the  Office  of  Hear¬ 
ings  and  Appeals  appointed  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  5  U.S.C.  3105. 

(c)  “Witness”  means,  for  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  this  subpart,  any  person  who 
provides  direct  testimony  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  regulations  and  waiver. 

A  person  may  be  both  a  party  and  a 
witness. 

§  18.72  Scope  of  regulations. 

The  procedural  regulations  in  this 
subpart  govern  the  practice  and  proce¬ 
dure  in  hearings  held  under  section 
103(d)  of  the  Act.  These  hearings  will 
be  governed  by  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tions  556  and  557  of  ^e  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  (5  U.S.C.  556  and  557). 
The  regulations  shall  be  construed  to 
secure  the  just,  speedy,  and  inexpensive 
determination  of  all  issues  rais^  with 
respect  to  any  waiver  and/or  regulation 
proposed  pursuant  to  section  103(d)  of 
the  act  in  a  manner  which  gives  full 
protection  to  the  rights  of  all  persons 
affected  thereby, 

§  18.73  Burden  of  proof. 

The  proponents  of  the  proposed  regu¬ 
lations  and  waiver  must  demonstrate 
that  any  taking  or  importation  of  any 
marine  mammal  under  such  pr(^x>sed 
regulations  and  waiver  would  be  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  act. 

§  18.74  Notice  of  hearing. 

(a)  A  notice  of  hearing  on  any  pro¬ 
posed  regulations  shall  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register,  together  with  the 
Director’s  proposed  determination  to 
waive  the  moratorium  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  101(a)(3)(A)  (16  UJ5.C.  1371(a) 

(3)  (A) ) ,  where  applicable. 

(b)  The  notice  shall  state: 

(1)  The  natiu-e  of  the  hearing; 

(2)  The  place  and  date  of  the  hear¬ 
ing.  The  date  shall  not  be  less  than  go 
days  after  publication  of  notice  the 
hearing; 


(3)  The  legal  authority  under  which 
the  hearing  is  to  be  held; 

(4)  The  proposed  regulations  and 
waiver,  where  apidlcable,  and  a  sum¬ 
mary  of  the  statements  required  by  sec¬ 
tion  103(d)  of  the  Act  (16  U.S.C.  1373 

(d)); 

(5)  Issues  of  fact  which  may  be  in¬ 
volved  in  the  hearing; 

(6)  If  an  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  is  required,  the  date  of  publi¬ 
cation  of  the  Statement  and  the  times 
and  place(s)  where  the  Statement  and 
comments  thereon  may  be  viewed  and 
copied; 

(7)  Any  written  advice  received  from 
the  Marine  Mammal  Commission; 

(8)  The  times  and  place(s)  where  rec¬ 
ords  and  submitted  direct  testimony  will 
be  kept  for  public  inspection,  along  with 
appropriate  references  to  any  other 
documents; 

(9)  The  final  date  for  filing  with  the 
Director  a  notice  of  Intent  to  participate 
in  the  hearing  pursuant  to  §  18.75; 

(10)  ITie  final  date  for  submission  of 
direct  testimony  on  the  proposed  regu¬ 
lations  and  waiver,  if  applicable,  and 
the  niunber  of  copies  requli^; 

(11)  The  docket  number  assigned  to 
the  case  which  shall  be  used  in  all  sub¬ 
sequent  proceedings;  and 

(12)  The  place  and  date  of  the  pre-. 

hearing  conference.  * 

§  18.75  Notification  by  interested  per. 
sons. 

Any  person  desiring  to  participate  as  a 
party  ^all  notify  the  Director,  by  cer¬ 
tified  mall,  on  or  before  the  date  specffied 
in  the  notice  of  hearing. 

§  18.76  Presiding  officer. 

(a)  Upon  publication  of  the  notice  of 
hearing  pursuant  to  §  18.74,  the  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals  shall  appoint  a 
presiding  officer  pursuant  to  5  UJ3.C. 
3105.  No  individual  who  has  any  confilct 
of  Interest,  financial  or  otherwise,  shall 
serve  as  presiding  officer  In  such 
proceeding. 

(b)  The  presiding  officer,  in  any  pro¬ 
ceeding  under  this  subpart,  shall  have 
power  to: 

(1)  Change  the  time  and  place  of  the 
hearing  and  adjourn  the  hearing; 

(2)  Evaluate  direct  testimony  sub¬ 
mitted  pursuant  to  these  regulations, 
make  a  preliminary  determination  of  the 
Issues,  conduct  a  prehearing  conference 
to  determine  the  issues  for  the  hearing 
agenda,  and  cause  to  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  a  final  hearing  agenda; 

(3)  Rule  iQX)n  motions,  requests  and 
admissibility  of  direct  testimony; 

(4)  Administer  oaths  and  affirmations, 
question  witnesses  and  direct  witnesses 
to  testify; 

(5)  Modify  or  waive  any  rule  (after 
notice)  when  determining  no  party  will 
be  prejudiced; 

(6)  Receive  written  comments  and 
hear  oral  arguments; 

(7)  Render  a  recommended  decision; 
and 

(8)  Do  all  acts  and  take  all  measures. 
Including  regulation  of  media  coverage, 
for  the  maintenance  of  order  at  and  the 
efficient  conduct  of  the  proceeding. 


(c)  In  case  of  the  absence  of  the  origi¬ 
nal  presiding  officer  or  his  Inability  to 
act,  the  powers  and  duties  to  be  per¬ 
formed  by  the  original  presiding  officer 
under  this  part  in  connection  with  a 
proceeding  may,  without  abatement  of 
the  proceeding,  be  assigned  to  any  other 
presiding  officer  by  the  Office  of  Hear¬ 
ings  and  Appeals  unless  otherwise  or¬ 
dered  by  the  Director. 

(d)  The  presiding  officer  shall  with¬ 
draw  from  the  proceeding  upon  his  own 
motion  or  upon  the  filing  of  a  motion  by 
a  Party  under  S  18.76(e)  if  he  deems 
himself  disqualified  under  recognized 
canons  of  judicial  ethics. 

(e)  A  presiding  officer  may  be  re¬ 
quested  to  withdraw  at  any  time  prior  to 
the  recommended  decision.  If  there  Is 
filed  by  a  party  in  good  faith  a  timely 
and  sufficient  affidavit  alleging  the  pre¬ 
siding  officer’s  personal  bias,  malice,  con¬ 
flict  of  interest  or  other  basis  which 
might  result  in  prejudice  to  a  party,  the 
hearing  shtdl  recess.  The  Director  of  the 
Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  shall  im¬ 
mediately  determine  the  matter  as  a 
part  of  the  record  and  decision  in  the 
proceeding,  after  making  such  investiga¬ 
tion  or  holding  such  hearings,  or  both, 
as  he  may  deem  appropriate  in  the  cir¬ 
cumstances. 

§  18.77  Direct  testimony  submitted  as 
written  documents. 

(a)  Unless  otherwise  specified,  all  di¬ 
rect  testimony,  including  accompanying 
exhibits,  must  be  submitted  to  the  pre¬ 
siding  officer  in  writing  no  later  than 
the  dates  specified  in  the  notice  of  the 
hearing  (5  18.74),  the  prehearing  order 
(§18.82),  or  within  15  days  after  the 
conclusion  of  the  prehearing  conference 
( §  18.84)  as  the  case  may  be.  All  direct 
testimony,  referred  to  in  the  affidavit 
and  made  a  part  thereof,  must  be  at¬ 
tached  to  the  affidavit.  Direct  testimony 
submitted  with  exhibits  must  state  the 
issue  to  which  the  exhibit  relates;  if  no 
such  statement  is  made,  the  presiding 
officer  shall  determine  the  relevance  of 
the  exhibit  to  the  issues  published  in  the 
F’ederal  REGism. 

(b)  The  direct  testimony  submitted 
shall  contain: 

(1)  A  concise  statement  of  the  wit¬ 
ness’  interest  in  the  proceeding  and 
his  position  regarding  the  Issues  pre¬ 
sented.  If  the  direct  testimony  is  pre¬ 
sented  by  a  witness  who  is  not  a  party, 
the  witness  shall  state  his  relationship 
to  the  party;  and 

(2)  Facts  that  are  relevant  and  mate¬ 
rial. 

(c)  TThe  direct  testimony  may  propose 
Issues  of  fact  not  defined  in  the  notice 
of  the  hearing  and  the  reason (s)  why 
such  issues  shoiild  be  considered  at  the 
heating. 

(d)  Ten  copies  of  all  direct  testimony 
must  be  submitted  unless  the  notice  of 
tile  hearing  otherwise  specifies. 

(e)  Upon  receipt,  direct  testimony 
shall  be  assigned  a  munber  and  stamped 
with  that  number  and  the  docket  num¬ 
ber. 

(f)  Oontemporaneous  with  the  publi¬ 
cation  of  the  notice  of  hearing,  the  Di- 
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rector’s  direct  testimony  In  support  of 
the  proposed  regulations  and  waiver, 
where  applicable,  shall  be  available  t<a 
public  inspection  as  mecifled  in  the  no¬ 
tice  of  hearing.  The  Director  may  sub¬ 
mit  addlticmal  direct  testimony  during 
the  time  periods  allowed  for  submis¬ 
sion  of  such  testimony  by  witnesses. 

§  18.78  Mailing  address. 

Unless  otherwise  specified  in  the  no¬ 
tice  of  hearing,  all  direct  testimony  shall 
be  addressed  to  the  Presiding  Officer,  e/o 
Director.  UJ3.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 
Washimifton,  D.C.  20240.  All  affidavits  and 
exhibits  shall  be  clearly  marked  with  the 
docket  niunber  of  the  proceedings. 

§  18.79  Inspection  and  copying  of  docu* 
ments. 

Any  document  in  a  file  pertaining  to 
any  hearing  authorized  by  this  subpart 
or  any  document  forming  part  of  the  rec¬ 
ord  of  such  a  hearing  may  be  Inspected 
and/or  copied  in  the  Ofllce  of  the  Di¬ 
rector,  U.8.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
Washington,  D.C.  20240,  unless  the  file 
Is  in  the  care  and  custody  of  the  presid¬ 
ing  officer,  in  which  case  he  shall  notify 
the  parties  as  to  where  and  when  the 
record  may  be  inspected. 

§  18.80  Ex  parte  communications. 

(a)  After  notice  ot  a  hearing  is  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register,  all  com¬ 
munications,  whether  oral  or  written,  in- 
V(dTtng  any  substantive  or  procedural 
issue  and  directed  either  to  the  presiding 
officer  or  to  the  Director,  Deputy  Direc- 
tor  or  Marine  Mammal  Coordinator,  U.S. 
Fish  and  WildUfe  Service,  without  ref¬ 
erence  to  these  rules  of  procedure,  shall 
be  deemed  ex  parte  communications  and 
are  not  to  be  considered  part  of  the  rec¬ 
ord  for  decision. 

(b)  A  record  of  oral  conversations 
shall  be  made  by  the  above  persons  who 
are  contacted.  All  communications  shall 
be  available  for  public  viewing  at  times 
and  plaoe(s)  specified  in  the  notice  of 
hearW- 

(c)  The  presiding  officer  shall  not 
commimicate  with  any  party  on  any  fact 
in  issue  or  on  the  merits  of  the  matter 
unless  notice  and  opportunity  is  given 
for  all  parties  to  partictoate. 

§  18.81  Prehearing  conference. 

(a)  After  an  examination  of  all  the  di¬ 
rect  testimony  submitted  pursuant  to 
§  18.77,  the  presiding  officer  shall  make  a 
preliminary  determination  of  Issues  of 
fact  which  may  be  addressed  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

(b)  The  presiding  officer’s  preliminary 
determination  shall  be  made  available  at 
the  place  or  places  provided  in  the  notice 
of  the  hearing  (§  18.74(b)  (8))  at  least 
five  days  before  the  prehearing  confer¬ 
ence  is  held. 

(c)  The  purpose  of  the  prehearing  con¬ 
ference  shall  be  to  enable  the  presiding 
offlco:  to  determine,  on  the  basis  of  the 
direct  testimony  submitted  and  prehear¬ 
ing  discussions: 

(1)  Whether  the  presiding  officer’s  pre¬ 
liminary  determination  of  issues  of  fact 
for  the  hearing  has  omitted  any  signifi¬ 
cant  Issues; 


(2)  What  facto  are  not  In  dtoixite; 

(3)  Which  wltneasea  may  appear  at  Dm 
hearing;  and 

(4)  The  nature  of  the  Interest  ol  each, 
party  and  which  parties*  Interests  are 
adverse. 

(d)  Only  parties  may  participate  In 
the  preheiudng  conference,  and  a  party 
may  appear  in  person  or  be  rei»*esented 
by  counseL 

§  18.82  Prehearing  order. 

(a)  Afto:  the  prehearing  conference, 
the  presiding  officer  shall  prepare  a  pn~ 
hearing  order  which  shall  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  within  ten  days 
after  the  conclusion  of  the  ccmfermice. 

A  copy  of  the  prehearing  order  dudl  be 
mailed  to  all  Parties. 

(b)  The  prehearing  order  shall  Ust:  (1) 
All  the  issues  which  the  hearing  shall 
address,  the  order  in  which  those  issues 
shall  be  presented,  and  the  direct  testi¬ 
mony  submitted  which  bears  on  the  Is¬ 
sues;  and  (2)  a  final  date  for  submission 
of  direct  testimony  on  issues  of  fact  not 
Included  in  the  notice  (rf  hearing  if  such 
Issues  are  presented.  The  prehearing  or¬ 
der  may  also  specify  a  final  date  for 
submission  of  direct  testimemy  to  rebut 
testimony  previously  submitted  during 
the  time  specified  in  the  notice  of  the 
hearing. 

**  (c)  The  presiding  office  shall  publish 
with  the  prehearing  order  a  list  of  wit¬ 
nesses  who  may  appear  at  the  hearing, 
a  list  of  parties,  the  nature  of  the  inter¬ 
est  of  each  party,  and  which  parties  In- 
t^^ts  are  adverse  on  the  issues  pre¬ 
sented. 

(d)  All  parties  shall  be  bound  by  the 
prehearing  order. 

§  18.83  Determination  to  caneel  the 
hearing. 

(a)  If  the  presiding  officer  determines 
that  no  Issues  ot  material  fact  are  pee~ 
sented  by  the  direct  testimony  submitted 
prior  to  the  date  of  the  hearing,  he  may 
publish  in  the  Federal  Register  such 
determination  and  that  on  issues  of  ma¬ 
terial  fact  a  hearing  shall  not  be  held. 
The  presiding  officer  may  provide  an  op¬ 
portunity  for  argument  on  any  issues  of 
law  presented  by  the  direct  testimony. 

(b)  Promptly  after  oral  argument,  if 
any,  the  presiding  officer  shall  make  a 
recommended  decision  based  on  the  rec¬ 
ord,  which  in  this  case  shall  consist  of 
the  direct  testimony  and  any  oral  argu¬ 
ment  presented.  He  shall  transmit  to  the 
Director  his  recommended  decision,  the 
record  and  a  certificate  stating  that  the 
record  contains  all  the  written  direct 
testimony.  The  Director  shall  then  make 
a  final  decision  in  accordance  with  these 
regxilations  (§  18.91). 

§  18.84  Rebuttal  testimony  and  new  is¬ 
sues  of  faet  in  prehearing  order. 

(a)  Direct  testimony  to  rebut  testi¬ 
mony  offered  during  the  time  period 
specified  in  the  notice  of  hearing  may  be 
submitted  pursuant  to  these  regulations 
within  fifteen  days  after  the  ccncluslon 
of  the  prehearing  conferMice  unless  the 
presiding  officer  otherwise  spectfles  in 
the  prehearing  order. 


(b)  If  the  prehearing  order  presents 
lasoes  not  incladed  in  the  notice  of  the 
heating  published  pursuant  to  i  18.74: 

(D  Any  person  interested  In  partici¬ 
pating  at  Die  hearing  on  such  issues  pre- 
sttited  shall  notify  the  Director  by  cer¬ 
tified  man  of  an  intent  to  partictoate 
not  later  than  ten  days  after  publication 
of  the  prehearing  order.  Such  person 
may  present  direct  testimony  or  cross- 
examine  witnesses  only  on  such  issues 
presented  xmless  he  previously  notified 
the  Director  pursuant  to  1 18.75;  and 
(2)  Additional  written  direct  testi¬ 
mony  concerning  such  Issues  may  be  sub- 
mitt^  within  the  time  provided  in  the 
prehearing  order.  Such  direct  testimony 
will  comtdy  with  the  requirements  of 
§  18.77. 

§  18.85  Waiver  of  right  to  pardeqtate. 

Any  person  who  fails  to  notify  the 
Director  of  his  Intent  to  participate  pur¬ 
suant  to  1 18.75  or  1 18A4  shall  be 
deemed  to  have  waived  his  right  to  par- 
tictoate  as  a  party. 

§  18.86  Conduct  of  the  hearing. 

(a)  The  hearing  shall  be  hdd  at  the 
time  and  place  fixed  in  the  notice  of 
hearing,  unless  the  presiding  officer 
changes  the  time  or  phu^.  If  a  change 
occurs,  the  presiding  officer  shall  pub¬ 
lish  the  change  in  the  Federal  Register 
and  shall  expeditiously  notify  all  parties 
by  telephone  m:  by  mail.  If  the  change 
in  time  or  place  of  hearing  is  made  less 
than  five  days  before  the  date  previously 
fixed  for  the  hearing,  the  presiding  officer 
shall  also  announce,  or  cause  to  be  an¬ 
nounced,  the  change  at  the  time  and 
place  previously  fixed  for  the  hearing. 

(b)  The  presiding  officer  shall,  at  the 
commencement  of  the  hearing,  intro¬ 
duce  into  the  record  the  notice  of  hear¬ 
ing  as  published  in  the  Federal  Register, 
all  subsequent  notices  published  in  the 
Federal  Register,  the  Envirmimental 
Impact  Statement  if  it  is  required  and 
the  comments  thereon  and  agency  re¬ 
sponses  to  the  comments,  and  a  list  of 
all  iMixties.  Direct  testimony  shall  then 
be  received  with  respect  to  the  matters 
specified  in  the  prehearing  order  in  such 
order  as  the  presiding  officer  shall  an- 
noimce.  With  respect  to  direct  testimony 
submitted  as  rebuttal  testimony  or  in 
response  to  new  issues  presented  by  the 
prehearing  conference,  the  presiding  of¬ 
ficer  shall  determine  the  relevancy  of 
such  testimony. 

(c)  ’The  hearing  shall  be  publicly  con¬ 
ducted  and  reported  verbatim  by  an 
official  reporter. 

(d)  If  a  party  objects  to  the  admis¬ 
sion  or  rejection  of  any  direct  testimony 
or  to  any  other  ruling  of  the  presiding 
officer  during  the  hearing,  he  shall  state 
briefly  the  grounds  of  such  objection, 
whereupon  an  automatic  nc^tion  will 
follow  if  the  objection  is  overruled  by 
the  presiding  officer.  The  transcript  shall 
not  Include  argument  or  debate  thereon 
except  as  ordered  tor  the  presiding  officer. 
The  ruling  of  the  presiding  officer  on  any 
objection  shall  be  a  part  of  the  tran¬ 
script  and  shall  be  subject  to  review  at 
the  same  time  and  in  the  same  manner 
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as  the  Director’s  final  declskm.  Only 
objections  made  before  the  presiding  of¬ 
ficer  may  subsequently  be  relied  upon  In 
the  proceedings. 

(e)  All  motions  and  requests  shall  be 
addressed  to,  and  ruled  on  by.  the  presid¬ 
ing  officer  if  made  prior  to  his  certifica¬ 
tion  of  the  transcript,  or  by  the  Director 
If  made  thereafter. 

§  18.87  Direct  testimony. 

(a)  Only  direct  testimony  submitted 
as  provided  In  these  regulations  and  in¬ 
troduced  at  the  hearing  by  a  witness 
shall  be  considered  part  of  the  record. 
Such  direct  testimony,  when  written, 
Rha.ll  not  be  read  Into  evidence  but  shall 
become  a  part  of  the  record  subject  to 
exclusion  of  irrelevant  and  Immaterial 
parts  thereof. 

(b)  The  witness  introducing  direct 
testimony  shall: 

(1)  State  his  name,  address  and 
occupation; 

(2)  State  qualifications  for  Introduc¬ 
ing  the  direct  testimony.  If  an  expert, 
the  witness  shall  brlefiy  state  the  scien¬ 
tific  or  technical  training  which  qualifies 
him  as  an  expert; 

(3)  Identify  the  direct  testimony  pre¬ 
viously  submitted  in  accordance  with 
these  regulations;  and 

(4)  Submit  to  appropriate  cross-  and 
direct-examination.  Cross-examination 
shall  be  by  a  party  whose  Interests  are 
adverse  cm  the  issue  presented  to  tiie 
witness  if  the  witness  Is  a  party,  or  to 
the  Interests  of  the  party  who  presented 
the  witness. 

(c)  A  party  shall  be  deemed  to  have 
waived  the  ri^t  to  Introduce  direct- 
testimony  If  such  party  falls  to  present  a 
witness  to  introduce  the  direct-testi¬ 
mony. 

(d)  Official  notice  may  be  taken  of 
such  matters  as  are  judicially  noticed  by 
the  courts  of  the  United  States.  Parties 
shall  be  given  adequate  notice,  by  the 
presiding  officer,  at  the  hearing,  of  mat¬ 
ters  so  noticed  and  idiall  be  given  ade¬ 
quate  opportunity  to  show  that  such 
facts  are  Inaccurate  or  are  erroneously 
noticed. 

§  18.88  Cross-examination. 

(a)  The  presiding  officer  may: 

(1)  Require  the  cross-examiner  to  out¬ 
line  the  Intended  scope  of  the  examina¬ 
tion;  and 

(2)  Exclude  cross-examination  ques¬ 
tions  that  are  immaterial.  Irrelevant  or 
imduly  repetitious. 

(b)  Any  party  shall  be  given  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  appear,  either  in  person  or 
through  an  authorized  counsel  or  repre¬ 
sentative,  to  cross-examine  witnesses. 
Before  cross-examining  a  witness,  the 
party  or  courts^  shall  state  his  name, 
address  and  occupation.  If  counsel  cross- 
examines  the  witness,  counsd  shall  state 
for  the  record  the  authority  to  act  as 
counseL  Cross-examiners  shall  be  as¬ 
sumed  to  be  familiar  with  the  direct 
testimony. 

(c)  Any  party  or  party's  counsel  who 
faito  to  appear  at  the  hearing  to  crosa- 
examlne  an  "adverse”  witness  shall  be 


deemed  to  have  waived  the  right  to  cross- 
examine  that  witness. 

(d)  Scientific,  technical  or  commercial 
publications  may  only  be  utilized  for  the 
limited  purposes  of  impeaching  witnesses 
imder  cross-examination  unless  previ¬ 
ously  submitted  and  introduced  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  these  regulations. 

§  18.89  Oral  and  written  ailments. 

(a)  The  presiding  officer  may.  In  his 
discretion,  provide  for  oral  argxunent  by 
parties  at  the  end  of  the  hearing.  Such 
argument,  when  permitted,  may  be  lim¬ 
ited  by  the  presiding  officer  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  necessary  for  the  expeditious  dis¬ 
position  of  the  proceeding. 

(b)  The  presiding  officer  shall  an¬ 
nounce  at  the  hearing  a  reasonable  pe¬ 
riod  of  time  within  which  any  pwirty  may 
file  with  the  presiding  officer  proposed 
findings  tmd  conclusions  and  written 
arguments  or  briefs,  trtilch  are  based 
upon  the  record  and  citing  where  practi¬ 
cable  the  relevant  page  or  pages  of  the 
transcript.  If  a  party  filing  a  brief  de¬ 
sires  the  presiding  officer  to  reconsider 
any  objection  made  by  such  party  to  a 
ru^g  of  the  presiding  officer,  he  diall 
specifically  identify  such  ruling  by  ref¬ 
erence  to  the  pertinent  pages  of  the  tran¬ 
script  and  shall  state  his  arguments 
thereon  as  a  part  of  the  brl^. 

(c)  Oral  or  written  arguments  shall 
be  limited  to  Issues  arising  from  direct 
testimony  <m  the  record. 

§  18.90  Recommended  decision,  certifi¬ 
cation  of  the  .transcript  and  submis¬ 
sion  of  comments  on  the  reconr- 
mended  decision. 

(ai  Promptly  after  expiration  of  the 
period  for  receiving  written  briefs,  the 
presiding  officer  shall  make  a  recom¬ 
mended  decision  based  on  the  record  and 
transmit  the  decision  to  the  Director. 
The  recommended  decision  shall  In¬ 
clude: 

(1)  A  statemrat  containing  a  descrip¬ 
tion  at  the  history  of  the  proceedings; 

(2)  Findings  on  the  issues  of  fact  with 
the  reasons  therefmr;  and 

(3)  Rulings  on  Issues  of  law. 

(b)  The  presiding  officer  shall  also 
transmit  to  the  Director  the  transcript 
of  the  hearing,  the  original  and  all 
copies  of  the  direct  testimony,  and  writ¬ 
ten  comments.  The  presiding  officer 
shall  attach  to  the  original  transcript 
of  the  hearing  a  certificate  stating  that 
to  the  best  ot  his  knowledge  and  beli^ 
the  transcript  Is  a  true  transcript  at 
the  testimony  given  at  the  hearing  ex¬ 
cept  In  such  pcuticulars  as  are  speci¬ 
fied. 

(c)  Upon  receipt  of  the  reccunmended 
decision,  the  Dlrrotor  shall  send  a  copy 
thereof  to  each  party  by  certified  mall 
and  shall  publish  In  the  Pedkkal  Rxgis- 
TES  a  notice  of  the  receipt  of  the  rec¬ 
ommended  decision  by  the  DlrecUw.  The 
notice  shall  Include: 

(1)  A  summary  of  the  recommended 
decision; 

(2)  A  statement  that  any  Interested 
person  may  file  written  comments  on 
the  recGmmoKled  decision  with  the  Di¬ 
rector  by  a  specified  date; 


(3)  The  time(s)  and  place(s)  where 
the  record  of  the  hearl^  transmitted 
to  the  Director  pursuant  to  paragraph 
(b)  of  this  secticm  may  be  Inspected  by 
Interested  persons;  and 

(4)  The  timecs)  and  place(s)  where 
the  recommended  decision  may  be  in¬ 
spected  and/or  copied  by  Interested 
persons. 

(d)  Within  thirty  days  after  the 
notice  of  receipt  of  the  recommended 
decision  has  be^  published  In  tte  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  any  Interested  person 
may  file  with  the  Director  any  written 
comments  on  the  recommended  decision. 
All  ccHnments,  Including  recommenda¬ 
tions  from  or  consultation  with  the  Ma¬ 
rine  Mammal  Commission,  must  be  sub¬ 
mitted  during  the  thirty-day  period  to 
the  IMrector  at  the  above  address. 

§  lfi.91  Director's  decishm. 

(a)  Upon  receipt  of  the  recommended 
decision  and  transcript  and  after  the 
thirty-day  period  for  receiving  written 
ccHnments  on  the  reccmunended  decision 
has  passed,  the  Director  shall  make  a 
final  decisimi  on  the  proposed  regula¬ 
tions  and  waiver,  where  applicable.  The 
Director’s  decision  may  affirm,  modify, 
or  set  aside,  in  whole  or  in  part,  the 
reccxnmended  findings,  conclusions  and 
decision  of  the  presiding  officer.  The  Di¬ 
rector  may  al^  remand  the  hearhig 
record  to  the  presiding  officer  for  a  fuller 
development  of  the  record. 

(b)  The  Director’s  decision  shall  in¬ 
clude: 

(1)  A  statement  containing  a  descrli;>- 
tion  of  the  history  of  the  proceedhig; 

<2)  Findings  on  the  Issues  of  fact 
with  the  reasons  therefor; 

CS)  Rulings  on  Issues  of  law;  and 

(4)  Any  other  rdevant  informatioa 
which  the  Director  deems  appropriate. 

(c)  The  Director^  decision  *hnii  be 
published  in  the  Femeral  Rbczsise. 

If  the  waiver  Is  approved,  the  fhtal 
adopted  regulations  shall  be  promid- 
gated  with  the  decision,  or  as  soon 
thereafter  as  practicable. 

[FB  Doc.76-369a  FUed  2-6-76:8:46  am] 


CHAPTER  II — NATIONAL  MARINE  RSH- 
ERIES  SERVICE,  NATIONAL  OCEANIC 
AND  ATMOSPHERIC  ADMINISTRATION, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

PART  240— REGULATED  COMMERCIAL 
nSHERIES 

Revision  of  Regulations;  Correction 
Federal  Register  VoL  41  No.  3  dated 
January  6,  1976  (41  FR  1067)  contained 
certain  errors  with  regard  to  Part  240. 
’The  following  corrections  should  be 
made: 

1.  Section  240.2(a),  line  13,  the  lati¬ 
tude  86*10'  should  read  ”78*10'  ”. 

2.  Section  240.2(a).  line  17.  the  longi¬ 
tude  50*00'  should  read  ”59*00'  ”. 

3.  Section  240.2(b)(4),  last  line,  the 
latitude  30*00'  should  read  ”39*00'  ”. 

4.  Section  2402(x).  line  2.  i240A(b) 
should  read  ”1  240.4(b) 
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5.  Section  240.4(b) ,  Une  8, 4VW  should 
read  “4XVW”. 

6.  Section  240.21(a)  (4) .  Une  6,  §  240.41 
(b)  (1)  should  read  “§  240.4(b)  (1) 

7.  Section  240.23(d).  last  Une.  §  240.21 
(b)  should  read  *‘S  240.21(a)  (3)  (4) 

8.  Section  240.46(a).  Une  2.  and 
§  240.46(b) .  Une  2.  22.7  CM  should  read 
“22.9  CM”. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D,C.,  and  dated 
February  2, 1976. 

Jack  W.  Gehringer, 
Deputy  Director, 

National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

[FR  DOC.76-3624  FUed  2-5-76;8:46  am] 


Title  7 — Agriculture 

CHAPTER  IX— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  FRUITS.  VEGE¬ 
TABLES.  NUTS),  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

[Lemon  Regulation  26] 

PART  910— LEMONS  GROWN  IN 
CALIFORNIA  AND  ARIZONA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

This  regulation  fixes  the  quantity  of 
Califomia-Arizona  lemons  that  may  be 
shipped  to  fresh  market  during  the  week¬ 
ly  regulation  period  Feb.  8-14,  1976.  It  is 
issued  pursuant  to  the  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Agreement  Act  of  1937.  as 
amended,  and  Msu'keting  Order  No.  910. 
The  quantity  of  lemons  so  fixed  was 
arrived  at  after  consideration  of  the  total 
available  supply  of  lemons,  the  quantity 
of  lemons  currently  available  for  market, 
the  fresh  market  demand  for  lemons, 
lonon  prices,  and  the  relationship  of  sea¬ 
son  average  retiuns  to  the  parity  price 
for  lemons. 

S  910.325  Lemon  Regulation  25. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the  mar¬ 
keting  agreement,  as  amended,  and  Or¬ 
der  No.  910,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
910),  regtilatlng  the  handling  tit  lemons 
grown  in  California  and  Arizona,  effective 


under  the  appUcable  provisions  of  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreonent  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended  (7  n.S.C.  601-674), 
and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recommenda¬ 
tions  and  information  submitted  by  the 
Lemon  Administrative  Committee,  estab¬ 
lished  under  the  said  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  order,  and  upon  other 
available  information,  it  is  hereby  foimd 
that  the  limitation  of  handling  of  such 
lemons,  as  hereinafter  provided,  will  tend 
to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the 
act. 

(2)  The  need  for  this  section  to  limit 
the  quantity  of  lemons  that  may  be  mar¬ 
keted  diuing  the  ensuing  week  stems 
from  the  production  and  marketing  sit¬ 
uation  confronting  the  lemon  industry. 

(i)  The  ccxnmittee  has  submitted  its 
recommendation  with  respect  to  the 
quantity  of  lemons  it  deems  advisable  to 
^  handled  during  the  ensuing  week. 
Such  recommendation  resulted  from  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  factors  enumerated  in 
the  order.  The  committee  further  reports 
the  demand  for  lemons  continues  slow 
this  week  due  to  the  adverse  weather  con¬ 
ditions  in  many  sections  of  the  U.S.  Aver¬ 
age  f.o.b.  price  was  $5.51  per  carton  the 
week  ended  January  31,  1976,  compared 
to  $5.54  per  carton  the  previous  week. 
Track  and  rolling  suppUes  at  155  cars 
were  up  10  cars  from  last  week. 

(ii)  Having  considered  the  recommen¬ 
dation  and  information  submitted  by  the 
committee,  and  other  available  informa¬ 
tion,  the  Secretary  finds  that  the  quan¬ 
tity  of  lemons  which  may  be  handled 
should  be  fixed  as  hereinsdter  set  forth. 

(3)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  It 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminsay  notice,  en¬ 
gage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  xmtil  30  days  after  publication 
hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  n.S.C. 
553)  because  the  time  Intervening  be¬ 
tween  the  date  when  Informatkm  upon 
which  this  section  is  based  became  avail¬ 
able  and  the  time  when  this  section  must 
become  effective  in  order  to  effectuate 


the  declared  policy  of  the  act  is  insuffi¬ 
cient,  and  a  reasonable  time  is  permitted 
under  the  circumstances,  for  preparatlmi 
for  such  effective  time;  and  good  cause 
exists  for  making  the  provisions  hereof 
effective  as  hereinafter  set  forth.  The 
committee  held  an  (^n  meeting  during 
the  current  week,  after  giving  due  notice 
thereof,  to  consider  supply  and  market 
conditions  for  lemons  and  the  need  for 
regulation;  interested  persons  were  af¬ 
forded  an  (K>portunity  to  submit  infor¬ 
mation  and  ^ews  at  this  meeting;  the 
recommendation  and  supporting  infor¬ 
mation  for  regulation  during  the  period 
specified  herein  were  promptly  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Department  after  such 
meeting  was  held;  the  provisions  of  this 
section,  including  its  effective  time,  are 
identical  with  the  aforesaid  recommen¬ 
dation  of  the  cmnmittee,  and  informa¬ 
tion  concerning  such  provisions  and  ef¬ 
fective  time  has  been  disseminated 
among  handlers  of  such  lemons;  it  is 
necessary,  in  order  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act,  to  make  this  sec¬ 
tion  effective  during  the  period  herein 
specified;  and  compliance  .with  this  sec¬ 
tion  will  not  require  any  special  prepara¬ 
tion  on  the  part  of  persons  subject  hereto 
which  cannot  be  completed  on  or  before 
the  effective  date  hereof.  Such  cmnmittee 
meeting  was  held  on  February  3,  1976. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  quantity  of  lemons 
grown  in  California  and  Arizona  which 
may  be  handled  during  the  period  Feb¬ 
ruary  8,  1976,  through  February  14, 1976, 
is  hereby  fixed  at  190,000  cartons. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled”, 
and  “carton(s) "  have  the  same  meaning 
as  when  used  in  the  said  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Btat.  31.  as  amended;  7  DB.C. 
601-674) 

Dated;  February  4, 1976. 

Charles  R.  Braoer, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veth 
etable  Division,  Agriculturai 
Marketing  Service. 

[FR  Doc.76-6860  FUed  3-6-76:11:11  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 
Imm'^ration  and  Naturalization  Service 
[8CFRPart204] 

ORPHAN  VISA  PETITIONS;  UNMARRIED 
U^.  CITIZEN  PETITIONER 
Proposed  Rule  Making 

Pursuant  to  section  553  of  Title  5  of 
the  United  States  Code  (80  Stat.  383), 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  pn^x>sed 
amendment  of  8  CFR  204.1  (b)  and  204.2 
(d),  pertaining  to  the  filing  of  orphan 
visa  petitions,  in  implementation  of  the 
provisions  of  Public  Law  94-155  (89  Stat. 
824) ,  approved  December  16, 1975,  which 
amends  section  101(b)  (1)  (P)  of  the  Im¬ 
migration  and  Nationality  Act  to  grant 
an  alien  child  adopted  by  an  unmarried 
United  States  citizen  at  least  25  years  of 
age  the  same  Immigration  status  as  an 
alien  child  adopted  by  a  United  States 
citizen  and  his  spouse  jointly. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisiems  of 
section  553  of  Title  5  of  the  United  States 
Code  (80  Stat.  383),  interested  persons 
may  submit  to  the  Commissioner  of  Im¬ 
migration  and  Naturalizaticm,  Room 
7100,  425  Eye  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20536,  written  data,  views,  or  argu¬ 
ments,  in  duplicate,  with  respect  to  the 
proposed  rule.  Such  representations  may 
not  be  presented  orally  in  any  manner. 
All  relevant  material  received  by  March 
9, 1976,  will  be  cemsidered. 

PART  204 — PETITION  TO  CLASSIFY  ALIEN 
AS  IMMEDIATE  RELATIVE  OF  A  UNITED 
STATES  CITIZEN  OR  AS  A  PREFERENCE 
IMMIGRANT 

1.  In  §  204.1,  it  is  proposed  to  revise 
paragraph  (b)  to  read  as  follows ; 

§  204.1  Petition. 

•  *  •  •  • 

(b)  Orphan.  A  petition  in  behalf  of 
a  child  defined  In  section  101(b)  (1)(P) 
of  the  Act  shall  be  filed  on  Form  1-600  by 
a  United  Stat^  citizen  with  the  oflice  of 
the  Service  having  jurisdiction  over  the 
place  where  the petitioner  is  residing, 
shall  identify  the  child,  and  shtdl  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  the  fee  required  imder 
S  103.7  Cb)  of  this  chapter.  If  the  peti¬ 
tioner  is  married,  the  Form  1-600  shall  be 
signed  also  by  the  petitioner’s  spouse.  If 
unmarried,  the  petitioner  must  be  at  least 
twenty-five  years  of  age  at  the  time  of 
the  adoption  and  when  the  petition  is 
filed.  If  the  petitioner  resides  outside  of 
the  United  States,  the  petition  shall 
filed  with  the  foreign  oCBce  of  the  Service 
designated  to  act  on  the  petition,  which 
can  be  ascertained  by  consulting  an 
American  consul  However,  since  no 
Servioe  office  In  Canada  has  been  so 


designated,  a  petitioner  residing  in  that 
country  shall  file  the  petition  with  the 
office  of  the  Servioe  having  jurisdiction 
over  the  place  of  the  (gild’s  intended 
residence  in  the  United  States.  The  peti¬ 
tioner  shall  be  notified  of  the  decision 
and,  if  the  petition  is  denied,  of  the  rea¬ 
sons  therefor  and  of  the  right  to  appeal 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Part  103  of  this  chapter.  If  the  petitioner 
(or  spouse,  if  married),  intends  to  ivo- 
ceed  abroad  to  locate  an  orphan  for 
adoption,  a  request  in  writing  may  be 
submitted  to  the  district  director  in 
whose  jurisdiction  the  petitioner  resides 
to  initiate  preliminary  processing  prior 
to  filing  a  petition. 

•  •  •  •  • 

2.  in  §  204.2,  it  is  proposed  to  amend 
paragraph  (d)  in  the  following  respects: 
the  first  and  fourth  sentences  of  sub- 
paragraph  (1)  are  revised  and  a  new 
sentence  is  added  at  the  end  thereof; 
a  new  sentence  is  added  at  the  end  of 
subparagraiffi  (2) ;  the  first  and  second 
sentences  of  subparagraph  (3)  are  re¬ 
vised  and  a  new  sentence  is  added  at 
the  end  thereof.  As  proposed,  §§  204.2(d) 
(1),  (2),  and  (3)  read  as  follows: 

§  2(>4.2  Documents. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(d)  Evidence  reouired  to  accompany 
petition  for  orphan — (1)  General.  A  peti¬ 
tion  filed  on  behalf  of  an  orphan  under 
S  204.1(b)  must  be  accompai^ed  by  fin¬ 
gerprints  on  Form  FD-258  of  the  peti¬ 
tioning  United  States  citizen  (and  of 
the  spouse,  if  married) ;  by  evidence  of 
the  age  and  of  the  United  States  citizen¬ 
ship  of  the  petitioner  as  provided  in 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section;  by  a 
certificate  of  marriage  of  the  mailed 
petitioner  and  spouse  and  e^oice  of 
the  leval  termination  of  any  previous 
marriages,  or,  in  the  case  of  an  un¬ 
married  petitioner,  by  evidence  of  legal 
termination  of  any  previous  mar- 
rlage(s) ;  by  proof  of  age  of  the  orphan 
in  the  form  of  a  birth  certificate,  or  if 
such  certificate  is  not  available,  by  othn 
evidence  of  the  mphan’s  birth;  by  evi¬ 
dence  that  the  petitioner,  if  unmarried, 
or  the  petitioner  and  his  spouse,  if 
married,  is  or  are  able  to  care  for  the 
orphan  properly,  such  as  letters  from 
^ployers,  banks,  and  accountants,  fi¬ 
nancial  statements,  and  c(4;iie6  of  Income 
tax  returns;  by  a  certified  copy  of  the 
adoption  decree  together  with  copy  of 
celled  translation,  if  the  orphan  has 
been  lawfully  adopted  abroad;  and  by 
evidence  that  the  sole  or  surviving 
parent  is  incapable  of  providing  for  the 
orphan’s  care  and  has  in  writing  irre¬ 
vocably  released  the  orphan  tor  emlgra- 


tkm  and  adc^tion.  if  the  orphan  has 
only  one  parent.  A  child  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  having  a  sole  peuent,  his 
mother,  when  it  is  established  that  the 
child  is  illegitimate,  and  has  not  ac¬ 
quired  a  second  parent  within  the  con- 
tonplatkm  of  section  101(b)(2)  of  the 
Act.  A  child  shall  be  considered  as  having 
a  surviving  parent  when  it  is  established 
that  one  of  ttie  child’s  parents  is  living 
while  one  is  deceased,  axul  the  child  has 
not  acquired  a  second  parent  within  thr 
meaning  of  section  101(b)  (S)  of  ttw  Act. 
When  a  child  who  has  a  sc^  or  surviving 
parent  has  been  ad(K)ted  abroad,  the 
requirement  for  an  Irrevocable  release  in 
writing  for  the  child’s  emigratloo  and 
adoption  shall  be  considered  to  have 
been  met  if  the  adoption  decree  cleaily 
sets  forth  that  the  adoptive  petitioner 
and  spouse,  if  married,  reside  In  the 
United  States  and  that  the  child’s  only 
parent  has  agreed  to  release  the  child 
for  adoption.  A  child  who  has  been  un¬ 
conditionally  abandoned  to  an  orphange 
shall  be  consid^ed  as  having  no  parents. 
However,  a  child  shall  not  be  considered 
as  having  beoi  abandoned  when  he  has 
been  placed  temporarily  in  an  orphange. 
if  the  psu-ent  or  parents  intend  to  re¬ 
trieve  the  child,  or  the  parent  or  parents 
are  contributing  or  attempting  to  con¬ 
tribute  to  the  chfld’s  support,  or  the 
parent  or  parents  otherwise  exhibit  that 
they  have  not  terminated  their  parental 
oldlgations  to  the  child.  If  the  diUd  was 
adopted  abroad  by  an  unmarried  United 
States  citizen,  the  latter  must  have  been 
at  least  twenty-five  years  of  age  at  the 
time  the  child  was  adopted;  If  such 
aioption  was  by  a  married  United  States 
cttlzm,  the  decree  shall  show  that  the 
adoptiem  was  by  hinband  and  wtfe 
Jointly. 

(2)  Preadoption  requhremenis.  If  the 
orphan  is  to  be  adopted  In  the  UnltiNl 
States,  the  petitioner  must  submit  evi¬ 
dence  of  compliance  with  the  preadop¬ 
tion  requirements,  if  any,  of  the  state  of 
the  orpin’s  proposed  resldenee,  except 
any  such  requirements  that  cannot  be 
compiled  with  prior  to  the  difld’s  arrival 
In  the  United  States.  If  the  dffid  Is  to 
be  adopted  In  the  um^  States  by  an 
unmarried  United  States  citizen,  the  pe¬ 
titioner  mu^  also  establish  that  adop¬ 
tion  by  an  unmarried  person  Is  permit¬ 
ted  in  the  state  of  the  chBd'b  proposed 
resldenoe. 

(S)  Beneficiary  whose  adoption  abroad 
not  deemed  valid  or  who  is  adopted 
abroad  without  havino  been  seen  and 
observed.  An  orphan  whose  adoption 
atxroad  is  detennined  by  the  Servioe  to 
be  Invalid  for  benefits  under  the  Imml- 
«ration  and  nationality  tews,  or  who  la 
adopted  abroad  without  having  been 
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personally  seen  and  observed  by  the  pe¬ 
titioner  (and  by  the  spouse,  if  married) 
prior  to  or  during  the  adoption  proceed¬ 
ings,  shall  be  processed  as  a  child  coming 
to  the  United  States  for  adoption.  Before 
a  petition  in  behalf  of  such  a  child  is  ap¬ 
proved,  the  petitioner  (and  spouse,  if 
married)  must  submit  a  statement  indi¬ 
cating  the  petitioner’s  and,  if  married, 
the  spouse’s  willingness  and  intent  to  re¬ 
adopt  the  child  in  the  United  States.  Un¬ 
less  the  Service  has  already  ascertained 
from  the  appropriate  state  authority 
that  readoption  is  permissible  in  that 
state,  the  petitioner  shall  be  required  to 
submit  evidence  in  the  form  of  a  state¬ 
ment  from  the  court  having  jurisdiction 
over  adoption,  the  state  department  of 
welfare,  or  the  attorney  general  of  the 
state,  indicatii^  that  readoption  is  per¬ 
missible.  As  in  the  case  of  a  petition  for 
any  other  orphan  coming  to  the  United 
States  for  adoption,  evidence  of  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  preadoption  requirements, 
if  any,  of  the  state  of  proposed  residence 
must  be  submitted.  If  the  child  is  to  be 
reado]>ted  in  the  United  States  by  an 
immarried  United  States  citizen,  the  pe¬ 
titioner  must  also  establish  that  adop¬ 
tion  by  an  unmarried  person  is  permitted 
in  the  state  of  the  child’s  proposed  resi¬ 
dence. 

•  •  *  •  * 

(Sec.  103,  66  Stat.  173;  8  U.S.C.  1103) 

Dated:  February  3, 1976. 

L.  P.  Chapman,  Jr., 
Commissioner  of  Immigration 
and  Naturalization. 

(FR  Doc.76-3708  Piled  2-5-76;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

[7CFRPart910] 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

HANDLING  OF  LEMONS  GROWN  IN 
CALIFORNIA  AND  ARIZONA 

Notice  of  Proposed  Amendment 

This  document  gives  notice  and  invites 
written  comment,  not  later  than  Febru¬ 
ary  20,  1976,  with  respect  to  a  proposed 
amendment  to  the  rules  and  regulations 
under  Marketing  Order  No.  910,  regu¬ 
lating  the  handling  of  lemons  grown  in 
California  and  Arizona.  The  order  con¬ 
tains  a  provision  imder  which  a  handler 
may  receive  prorate  base  adjustments 
which  results  in  his  receiving  allotment 
to  ship  lemons  on  an  accelerated  basis 
during  the  first  half  of  his  season  sub¬ 
ject  to  compensating  adjustments  to  ef¬ 
fect  repayment  in  the  last  half  of  his 
season.  The  proposed  amendment  would 
provide  handlers  an  alternative  method 
of  satisfying  repayment  obligations 
which  enables  them  to  avoid  uneconomic 
harvesting  and  handling  of  lemons. 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  arguments  for  con¬ 
sideration  in  connection  with  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendment  shall  file  the  same,  in 
quadruplicate,  with  the  Hearing  Clerk, 


than  February  20, 1976.  All  written  sub¬ 
missions  made  pursuant  to  this  notice 
will  be  made  available  for  pubMc  inq^ec- 
tion  at  the  office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk 
during  regular  business  hours  (7  CFR 
1.27(b)). 

’The  rules  and  regulations  (Subpart — 
Rules  and  Regulations;  7  CFR  910.100- 
910.180)  are  effective  pursuant  to  the 
applicable  provisions  of  the  marketing 
agreement,  as  amended,  and  Order  No. 
910,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  910) ,  r%- 
ulating  the  handling  of  lemons  grown  in 
Arizona  and  designated  part  of  Califor¬ 
nia,  hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  "or¬ 
der.”  ’This  is  a  regulatory  program  effec¬ 
tive  under  the  Agriciiltural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601-674) . 

’The  proposed  amendment  was  unani¬ 
mously  recommended  by  the  Lemon  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Committee  established  un¬ 
der  the  order  as  the  agency  to  adminis¬ 
ter  its  terms  and  provisions.  Under 
§  910.53  of  the  order  the  prorate  base  of 
each  handler  is  computed  on  the  basis 
of  the  average  weekly  quantity  of  lemons 
picked  and  delivered  to  his  packinghouse 
in  a  specified  base  period.  A  handler  re¬ 
ceives  allotment  to  ship  lemons  propor¬ 
tional  to  the  relationship  his  prorate 
base  bears  to  the  total  of  the  prorate 
bases  of  all  handlers.  However,  the  order 
also  contains  a  provision  in  the  afore¬ 
said  section  which  permits  a  handler 
upon  application  to  the  committee  to  re¬ 
ceive,  diiring  the  first  half  of  his  ship¬ 
ping  season,  an  upward  adjustment  in 
his  average  weekly  picks  equal  to  50  per¬ 
cent  of  such  average  which  results  in  his 
receiving  extra  allotment  during  such 
period,  subject  to  an  offsetting  adjust¬ 
ment  during  the  last  half  of  his  shipping 
season  to  effect  repaym^t  of  the  extra 
allotment  received.  Hence,  during  the  re- 
pa3nnent  period  a  substantial  part  of  the 
handler’s  allotment  rather  than  being 
available  for  use  by  the  handler  to  ship 
lemons  in  regiilated  channels  is  withheld 
as  an  offset  against  the  upward  adjust¬ 
ment  he  received.  . 

As  proposed  to  be  amended,  the  rules 
and  regifiations  would  specify  an  alter¬ 
nate  repayment  procedure  whereby 
handlers  receiving  upward  adjustments 
would  be  permitted  to  repay  such  up¬ 
ward  adjustments  by  leaving  an  appro¬ 
priate  quantity  of  lemons  on  the  trees 
during  the  period'  repa3mient  is  reqiiired. 
Often  the  fruit  remaining  on  the  trees 
at  the  time  repayment  is  required  is  of 
marginal  quality  and  the  demand  for 
such  fruit  is  weak.  Consequently,  fruit 
harvested  to  repay  the  upward  adjust¬ 
ment  may  be  disposed  of  only  at  a  loss 
to  the  handler.^ 

’The  procedure  would  permit  the  han¬ 
dler  to  repay  his  upward  adjustment  by 
obtaining  a  written  certification  from 
the  committee  that  the  volmne  of  fruit 
remaining  on  the  trees  is  sufficient  to 
offset  the  handler’s  repayment  obliga¬ 
tion.  ’The  committee’s  field  department 
would  make  an  on-site  estimate  of  such 


quired  during  each  week  of  the  repay¬ 
ment  period.  If  during  such  repasrment 
period,  the  handler  elects  to  pick  lemons, 
any  allotment  earned  on  such  lemons 
would  still  be  applied  to  the  required  re¬ 
payment.  ’The  lemons  could  be  disposed 
of  in  export  or  to  products  which  are  not 
regulated  and  do  not  require  allotment. 

The  proposed  amendment  would  be 
effected  by  adding  a  new  subdivision  (Iv) 
in  S  910.153(e)  (5).  As  proposed  to  be 
amended  said  section  reads  as  follow.'^; 

§  910.153  Prorate  bases  and  allotment'. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(e)(5)  •  *  * 

(iv)  The  obligation  for  repayment  of 
upward  adjustments  shall  be  deemed 
satisfied  upon  fulfillment  of  the  follow¬ 
ing  conditions: 

(A)  Any  handler  who  desires  to  take 
advantage  of  the  provisions  of  this  sub¬ 
section,  shall,  not  less  than  three  weeks 
prior  to  the  date  he  wishes  to  stop  pick¬ 
ing,  file  a  request  with  the  committee 
stating  the  date  that  he  intends  to  stop 
picking  and  request  committee  certifica¬ 
tion  of  the  cron  remaining  under  his 
control  to  be  nicked.  ’The  committee  may 
establish  such  minimum  quantities  of 
lemons  remaining  on  the  tree  as  it  deems 
feasible  to  certify. 

(B)  ’The  committee,  upon  receipt  of 
such  request,  after  ha-ving  established 
the  latest  date  the  handier  can  stait 
upward  adjustment  repayments,  will 
have  its  field  department  estimate  the 
handler’s  remaining  crop  and  complete 
a  written  certification  that  the  remain¬ 
ing  fruit  available  to  pick  will  satisfy 
the  handler’s  repasrment  obligation  or 
the  balance  of  the  total  repa3rments  due. 

•  •  *  •  • 
(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S  C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  February  2, 1976. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

(FR  Doc.76-3637  Filed  2-5-76; 8; 45  am] 


Rural  Electrification  Administration 
[  7  CFR  Part  1701  ] 

RURAL  TELEPHONE  PROGRAM 

Proposed  Revision  of  REA  Specification 
PE-62  for  Station  Carrier  Equipment 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  the  Rural  Electrification  Act,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  901  et  seq.),  REA 
proposes  to  revise  REA  Bulletin  345-56 
to  annoimce  a  revision  in  REA  Specifi¬ 
cation  PE-62  for  station  carrier  equip¬ 
ment.  On  issuance  of  REA  Bulletin  345- 
56,  Appendix  A  to  Part  1701  will  be  mod¬ 
ified  accordingly. 

Persons  interested  in  the  revised  speci¬ 
fication  may  submit  written  data,  views 
or  comments  to  the  Director,  Telephone 


Operations  and  Standards  Division,  Ru- 
Unlted  States  Department  of  Agiicul-  fruit  to  enable  Issuance  of  such  certifi-  ral  Electrification  Administration,  Room 
ture.  Room  112,  Administration  Build-  cation.  ’The  handler  would  then  receive  1355,  South  Building,  U.S.  Department 
Ing,  Washington,  D.C.  20250,  not  later  an  offset  equal  to  the  repairment  re-  of  Agriculture,  Washington,  D  C.  20250, 
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on  or  before  March  8,  1976.  All  written 
submissions  made  pursuant  to  this  no¬ 
tice  will  be  made  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Office  of  the  Director, 
Telephone  Oi>erations  and  Standards 
Division  during  regular  business  hours. 

A  copy  of  the  revised  REA  Specifica¬ 
tion  PE-62  may  be  secured  in  person 
or  by  written  request  from  the  Dilator, 
Telephone  Operations  and  Standards 
Division. 

The  text  of  revised  REA  Bulletin  345- 
56  announcing  the  revision  of  the  speci¬ 
fication  is  as  follows: 

REA  Bulletin  345-56 

Subject:  REA  Specification  for  Sta¬ 
tion  Carrier  Equipment: 

I.  Purpose:  To  annoimce  a  revision  of 
REA  Specification  PE-62  for  Station 
Carrier  Equipment 
n.  General:  The  principal  changes  in 
the  revised  station  carrier  specification 
involve  the  addition  of  compandor  and 
noise  requirements  and  a  power  system 
fault  current  test;  simplex  to  grotmd 
power  is  no  longer  permitted.  Other 
changes  involve  refinements  and  clarifi¬ 
cation  of  ciurent  requirements. 

The  revised  specification  becomes  ef¬ 
fective  on  September  1,  1976.  All  station 
carrier  provided  to  REA  projects  or 
O’-  placed  on  order  by  REA  borrow¬ 
ers  after  that  date  must  comply  with 
the  revised  REA  Specification  PE- 
62  dated  March  1976.  This  does  not  pre¬ 
clude  the  adoption  of  the  revised  speci¬ 
fication  by  the  manufacturers  prior  to 
the  effective  date.  Equipment  on  the  List 
of  Materials  as  of  the  date  of  this  bul¬ 
letin  shall  be  requalified  prior  to  Septem¬ 
ber  1,  1976. 

in.  Availability  of  Specification:  Cop¬ 
ies  of  the  revised  PE-62  will  be  furnished 
by  REA  upon  request.  Questions  con¬ 
cerning  the  revised  specification  may  be 
referred  to  the  Chief.  Transmission 
Branch,  Telephone  Operations  and 
Standards  Division,  Rural  Electrification 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of  Ag¬ 
riculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250,  tele¬ 
phone  number  202  447-3917. 

Dated:  February  2,  1976. 

C.  R.  Ballard, 
Assistant  Administrator. 

[PR  Doc.76-3703  PUed  2-5-76:8:46  am] 


social  welfare  for  which  grants  and  con¬ 
tracts  are  authorized  imder  Section  1110 
of  the  Social  Security  Act. 

The  purpose  of  the  regulations  is  to 
formalize  the  requirements  and  proce¬ 
dures  for  such  grants  and  contracts.  The 
basis  for  the  regulation  is  the  practical 
experience  gained  in  administering  the 
provisions  of  section  1110  of  the  Act. 

The  regulations  pertain  to  both  grants 
and  contracts,  and  set  forth  the  special 
provisions  for  each  form  of  award.  Fed¬ 
eral  financial  assistance  extended  im¬ 
der  this  part  is  subject  to  the  regulation 
in  45  CFR  Part  80,  issued  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare, 
and  approved  by  the  President,  to  effec¬ 
tuate  the  provisions  of  Section  601  of  the 
Civil  Rights  Act  of  1974  (42  U.S.C. 
2000d) .  Social  and  Rehabilitation  Serv¬ 
ice  project  awards  are  approved  by  the 
Administrator,  Social  and  Rehabilitation 
Service  or  by  an  official  to  whom  he  dele¬ 
gates  authority. 

Prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  proposed 
regulations,  consideration  will  be  given 
to  written  comments,  suggestions,  or 
objections  thereto  addressed  to  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  Social  and  Rehabilitation 
Service,  Department  of  Health,  Educa¬ 
tion,  and  Welfare,  P.O.  Box  2366,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20013,  and  received  on  or 
before  March  8, 1976. 

Such  comments  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  in  Roc»n  5326  of  the 
Department’s  offices  at  330  C  Street  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  beginning  approxi¬ 
mately  two  weeks  after  publication  of 
this  Notice  in  the  Federal  Register,  on 
Monday  through  Friday  of  each  week 
from  8:30  am.  to  5  p.m.  (area  code  202- 
245-0950) . 

(Section  1102,  46  Stat.  647  (42  T7.S.C.  1302)) 

(Catalog  at  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  13.766,  Public  Assistance  Re¬ 
search) 

Dated ;  September  29, 1975. 

John  C.  Young, 
Acting  Administrator,  Social 
and  Rehabilitation  Service. 

Approved:  February  2, 1976. 

Marjorie  Lynch, 

Acting  Secretary. 

Chapter  n  of  Title  45  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  is  amended  by  add¬ 
ing  a  new  Part  283  as  follows: 


Sec. 

283.16  Reports. 

283.17  Audit. 

Authoritt:  See.  1102,  48  Btat.  647,  as 
amended  42  (UR.O.  1302);  Sec.  SSI,  TO  Stot. 
850;  Sec.  246,  81  Stat.  818,  (42  UR.O.  1310). 

§  283.1  Definitions. 

For  purposes  of  this  part: 

(a)  “Applicant”  means  a  State  or 
public  or  nonprofit  agency  or  organiza¬ 
tion  which  fdes  an  application  for  a 
grant  of  Federal  funds  under  this  part. 

(b)  A  “contractor”  or  “offeror”  means 
a  State  or  any  public  or  private  agency 
or  organization  which  submits  a  pro¬ 
posal  for  award  of  a  contract  under 
this  part. 

(c)  “Department”  means  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare. 

(d)  “Project”  means  undertaking  to 
conduct  research  or  a  demonstration  in 
the  fields  specified  in  S  283.2  with  funds 
awarded  under  this  Part,  but  does  not 
include  projects  awarded  with  section 
1110  funds  by  the  office  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Planning  smd  Evaluation 
(ASPE)  within  the  Office  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  or  projects  awarded  with  section 
1110  fimds  by  or  on  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  of  the  Social  Security  Administra¬ 
tion  (SSA) .  The  ASPE  projects  are 
covered  by  Part  63  of  this  title.  The 
SSA  will  issue  regulations  shortly  cover¬ 
ing  its  projects. 

(e)  “Project  period”  means  the  total 
period  of  time  for  which  a  project  is 
approved  for  grant  support  with  Federal 
funds. 

(f)  “Service”  means  the  Social  and 
Rehabilitation  Service  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment. 

§  283.2  Purpose. 

Funds  provided  under  section  1110  of 
the  Social  Security  Act  are  grants  (to 
pay  part  of  the  cost)  or  for  contracts  to 
carry  out  research  or  demonstration 
projects  which: 

(a)  Relate  to  the  prevention  and  re¬ 
duction  of  dependency ; 

(b)  Will  aid  in  effecting  coordina¬ 
tion  of  planning  between  private  and 
public  welfare  agencies:  or 

(c)  Will  help  improve  the  adminis¬ 
tration  and  effectiveness  of  programs 
carried  on  or  assisted  under  the  Act 
and  programs  related  to  the  Act. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH. 
EDUCATION.  AND  WELFARE 
Social  and  Rehabilitation  Service 
[45  CFR  Part  283] 

SOCIAL  WELFARE 

Proposed  Research  and  Demonstration 
Projects 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  regula¬ 
tions  set  forth  in  tentative  form  below 
are  proposed  by  the  Acting  Administra¬ 
tor,  Social  and  Rehabilitation  Service, 
with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare.  The 
proposed  regulations  concern  research 
and  dononstration  projects  relating  to 


PART  283— RESEARCH  AND  DEMONSTRA¬ 
TION  PROJECTS  RELATING  TO  SOCIAL 
WELFARE 

Sec. 

283.1  Definitions. 

283.2  Purpose. 

283.3  EllglbUity. 

283.4  Grant  applications. 

283.5  Contract  proposals. 

283.6  Criteria  for  review  of  applications  or 

proposals. 

283.7  Federal  financial  participation. 

283.8  Awards. 

283.9  Project  revisions. 

283.10  Project  direction. 

283.11  Patent  policy. 

283.12  Publication  and  cc^yrlghts. 

283.13  Confidentiality. 

283.14  Consultant  fees. 

283.15  General  administrative  require¬ 

ments. 


§  283.3  Eligibility. 

States  or  public  or  other  non-profit 
stgencies  or  organizations  are  eligible 
for  grants.  State  or  public  or  private 
agencies  or  organizations  are  eligible  for 
contracts. 

§  283.4  Grant  applications. 

(a)  All  applications  for  grants  under 
this  part  shall  be  submitted  in  the  form 
and  detail  and  in  accordance  with  pro¬ 
cedures  required  by  the  Administrator. 

(b)  In  addition  to  all  other  require¬ 
ments.  the  following  shall  be  included: 

(1)  A  statement  of  the  problem  or 
issue  to  be  resolved; 

(2)  A  precise  description  of  the  ob¬ 
jectives  to  be  attained  by  the  project, 
the  concept  to  be  tested,  a  wort:  plan 
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with  task  statements  and  milestones: 
and  the  methodology  to  be  used  in  com¬ 
pleting  the  tasks: 

(3)  A  description  of  the  methodology 
to  be  used  for  the  research  or  the 
evaluation  of  demonstration  projects; 

(4)  Provision  for  qualified  and  ade¬ 
quate  staff,  Including  a  project  director, 
to  accomplish  the  purpose  of  the  proj¬ 
ect; 

(5)  Explicit  provision  for  cost  sharing 
if  the  applicant  does  not  hold  an  In¬ 
stitutional  Cost  Sharing  Agreement: 

(6)  The  proposed  budget  and  dura¬ 
tion  of  the  project; 

(7)  A  full  description  of  any  plan  to 
use  a  contractor  or  sub-contractor  to 
carry  out  any  part  of  the  project,  in¬ 
cluding  the  scope  of  work,  tasks,  cost 
for  each  task,  personnel  required,  and 
for  sole  source  procurements,  a  copy  of 
the  contract  and  Justification;  and 

(8)  A  description  of  the  intended  use 
of  the  final  products  and  proposed  meth¬ 
ods  for  communicating  and  disseminat¬ 
ing  the  findings  of  the  project. 

(c)  A  preapplication  in  the  form  and 
detail  prescribed  by  the  Administrator 
may  be  submitted  to  determine  if  the 
project  can  compete  with  similar  appli¬ 
cations  from  others. 

§  283.5  Contract  proposals. 

(a)  Proposals  may  be  submitted  by 
an  offeror  in  response  to  a  solicitation 
by  the  Service  made  in  accordance  with 
the  Federal  Procurement  Regulations 
(41  CPR  Ch.  1)  and  the  Departmenfs 
procurement  regulations  (41  C7PR  Ch. 

S)  or  may  be  submitted  on  the  offeror’s 
own  initiative,  in  accordance  with  41 
C!PR  3-4.52. 

(b)  Each  proposal  shall  be  signed  by 
an  official  authorized  to  bind  the  offeror 
for  the  period  of  time  required  to  carry 
out  the  contract.  The  proposal  shall  in¬ 
clude  any  information  specified  in  the 
request  for  proposal.  All  unsolicited  pro- 
posals  must  comply  with  41  CPR 
3-4.5202-1. 

§  283.6  Criteria  for  review  of  applica* 
tions  or  proposals. 

All  applications  shall  be  reviewed  for: 

(a)  The  conceptual  development  and 
clarity  of  measurable  objectives,  and  the 
Justification  of  their  relationship  to  a 
research  issue; 

(b)  Congruence  with  research  priori¬ 
ties  established  by  the  Service,  which  will 
be  included  in  the  application  kit  or  may 
be  obtained  from  the  SRS. 

(c)  Utility  and  probable  effectiveness 
of  the  approach,  to  achieve  the  project 
objectives  based  on: 

(1)  Evidence  of  a  conceptual  formula¬ 
tion  and  design  that  is  relevant,  feasiUe, 
economical  and  technically  sound; 

(2)  A  complete  description  of  the  pur¬ 
pose,  h3rpotheses,  research  design,  and 
plans  for  implementation; 

(3)  The  adequacy  of  the  work  plan. 
Indicating  tasks,  scheduling  and  meth¬ 
odology:  and 

(4)  An  evaluation  plan  consistent  with 
the  objectives  stated; 

(d)  The  capability  the  applicant  to 
conduct  the  project  based  on; 


(1)  A  description  of  the  qualifications 
of  staff ; 

(2)  Availability  ol  necessary  fsudlities, 
staff  and  other  resources; 

(3)  Administrative  and  supervisory 
capacity;  and 

(4)  Previous  exp«ience  of  the  iq>pli- 
cant  in  conducting  similar  lesecu'ch  (»* 
demonstrations  and  knowledge  of  related 
research  efforts; 

(e)  The  relationship  of  the  application 
to  other  similar  research  or  demonstra¬ 
tions  already  completed  or  in  process. 

(f)  All  contract  proposals  shall  be  re¬ 
viewed  and  evaluated.  Request  for  pro¬ 
posals  shall  be  reviewed  and  evaluated 
in  accordance  with  41  CFR  3-3.5103  and 
the  applicable  procurement  regulations. 
Unsolicited  proposals  shall  be  reviewed 
and  evaluated  in  accordance  with  41 
CPR  3-4.5203. 

§  283.7  Federal  financial  participation. 

(a)  Federal  financial  participation 
shall  be  available  \mder  this  part  only 
for  those  activities  approved  in  the 
award  in  accordance  with  the  applicable 
provisions  of  the  Act  and  regulations  and 
only  in  an  amoimt  up  to  the  total  amount 
approved  in  the  award. 

(b)  Federal  financial  participation 
imder  this  part  for  grants  and  contracts 
may  be  available  for  costs  (rf; 

(1)  Personnel  (Including  fringe  bene¬ 
fits)  ; 

(2)  Purchase  or  rental  of  equipment; 

(3)  Supplies; 

(4)  Travel  (foreign  travel  only  with 
the  prior  written  approval  of  the  Con¬ 
tracting  Officer) ; 

(5)  Consultant  or  sub-contractor  ex¬ 
penses; 

(6)  Administration  and  other  indirect 
costs  of  the  project; 

(7)  Evaluation  costs  for  the  project; 
and 

(8)  Such  other  costs  approved  by  the 
Administrator. 

(c)  For  contracts,  the  contractor  will 

be  reimbursed  reasonable  and  allocatable 
costs  in  accordance  with  the  eq>plicable 
cost  principles  referenced  in  the  con¬ 
tract.  « 

(d)  Federal  financial  participation  will 
not  be  available  for  costs  of : 

(1)  Construction;  or 

(2)  Major  renovations  of  buildings. 

§  283.8  Awards. 

(a)  AH  awards  for  grants  shall  be  in 
writing  and  constitute,  for  such  amounts, 
the  encumbrance  of  Federal  funds 
available  for  such  purposes  on  the  date 
of  the  award.  The  award  shall  also 
specify  the  project  period  for  which  sup¬ 
port  is  contemplate. 

(b)  All  contracts  will  be  in  writing 
and  the  funds  will  be  properly  certified 
before  award. 

§  283.9  Project  revisions. 

(a)  Prior  written  api»ov*d  (rf  the  Serv¬ 
ice  is  required  for  any  material  change  in 
an  approved  project  (See  Bubpart  L  of 
Part  74  of  this  Title). 

(b)  Program  revisions  may  be  Initiated 
by  the  Administrator  if  on  the  basis  of 
reports  it  appears  that  Federal  funds  are 


not  being  tised  effectively,  or  if  changes 
are  made  in  Federal  ai^ropriations, 
laws,  regulations,  or  policies  governing 
these  grants. 

§  283.10  Project  direction. 

Whenever  the  project  director  desig¬ 
nated  in  the  grant  api^ication  is  no 
longer  responsible  for  the  conduct  of  the 
project,  the  grant  shall  be  terminated  un¬ 
less  such  person  is  replaced  by  another 
person  determined  qualified  by  the  Serv¬ 
ice. 

§  283.11  Patent  policy. 

In  accordance  with  Department  Reg¬ 
ulations  (45  C7FR  Subtitle  A,  Parts  6  and 
8) ,  all  inventions  made  in  the  course  of 
or  under  any  grant  or  contract  under 
this  part  shall  be  promptly  and  fully  re¬ 
ported  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Health,  Department  of  Health,  Educa¬ 
tion,  and  Welfare.  The  project  director 
and  other  project  staff  shall  neither  have 
nor  make  any  commitments  or  obliga¬ 
tions  which  confilct  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  this  policy.  Determination  as 
to  ownership  and  disposition  of  rights  to 
such  inventions  shall  be  made  pursuant 
to  45  C!PR  74.139. 

§  283.12  Publication  and  copyrights. 

(a)  The  results  of  any  activity  sup¬ 
ported  under  this  part  may  not  be  pub¬ 
lished  without  prior  wrlttai  approval  by 
the  Service.  Such  publications  shall  ac¬ 
knowledge  the  Federal  support  received 
and  state  that  interpretations  of  data  do 
not  necessarily  represent  interpretations 
of  the  Department.  Copies  of  such  pub¬ 
lications  shall  be  furnished  to  the  Sei^e. 

(b)  Where  a  project  activity  leads  to 
the  publication  of  a  book  or  other  copy¬ 
rightable  material,  the  author  is  free  to 
copyright  the  work,  but  the  Department 
reserves  royalty-free,  non-exclusive,  and 
Irrevocable  license  to  reproduce,  publish, 
or  otherwise  use,  ail  copyrightable  or 
copyrighted  material  resulting  from  the 
grant  or  contract  supported  activity. 
Publications  must  also  acknowledge  such 
license. 

§  283.13  Confidentiality. 

All  information  tending  to  identify 
individuals  served  or  studied  under  the 
project  shall  be  confidential  and  may 
not  be  disclosed  directly  or  indirectly 
except  for  purposes  directly  connected 
with  the  conduct  of  the  project.  The  in¬ 
formed  written  consent  of  the  individual 
must  be  obtained  for  any  such  disclosure. 

§  283.14  Consultant  fees. 

Fees  for  consultant  services  under  this 
part  are  allowable  to  the  extent  that 
such  payments  are  in  accordance  with 
the  pedicles  and  standard  practices  of  the 
agency,  organization,  or  institution  to 
which  a  grant  has  been-awarded,  or  as 
they  are  specified  in  the  terms  and  con¬ 
ditions  of  the  grant  or  contract.  Fees  for 
consultant  services  may  not  be  paid  to 
any  regular  full-time  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  employee.  They  may  not  be  paid 
to  any  other  individual  for  activities 
which  are  ordinarily  a  part  of  his  duties 
in  another  position  for  which  there  is 
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Federal  financial  participation  under 
the  Act  or  which  conflict  wititi  his  duties 
In  such  other  position. 

§  283.15  General  administrative  require¬ 
ments. 

The  provisions  of  Part  74  of  this  title, 
establishing  uniform  administrative  re¬ 
quirements  and  cost  principles,  shall  ap¬ 
ply  to  all  grants  under  this  part,  except 
that  provisions  in  SS  74.51,  74.52,  74.53, 
and  74.54  of  this  title  relating  to  the 
value  of  goods  and  services  shall  not  ap¬ 
ply. 

§  283.16  Reports. 

Reports  shall  be  made  to  the  Service  in 
such  form  and  containing  such  informa¬ 
tion  as  may  reasonably  be  necessary  to 
enable  the  Service  to  perform  its  func¬ 
tion  under  this  part.  The  grantee  or  con¬ 
tractor  shall  provide  a  progress  report 
periodically  as  prescribed  in  the  grant 
or  contract.  Each  grant  or  contract  will 
specify  the  number  of  copies  of  Interim 
and  final  reports.  The  final  report  shall 
contain  a  complete  project  description, 
and  shall  at  a  minimum  include: 

(a)  Identification  of  the  project  di¬ 
rector,  grant  number,  grantee  or  con¬ 
tractor,  and  title  of  the  project; 

(b)  A  complete  description  of  initial 
hypotheses  and  objectives  and  the  re¬ 
sults  of  findings  of  the  research  or  dem¬ 
onstration,  including  assessment  of  the 
variables; 

(c)  A  list  of  and  copies  of  publications 
resulting  from  the  project;  and 

(d)  Acknowledgement  of  the  support 
received  from  the  Service  and  in  the  case 
of  the  grant,  or  contract  a  disclaimer  to 
the  effect  that  the  findings  do  not  neces¬ 
sarily  reflect  official  policies  of  the 
Service. 

§  283.17  Audit. 

All  fiscal  transactions  relating  to  Fed¬ 
eral  support  imder  this  part  are  subject 
to  audit  by  the  Federal  government  to 
determine  whether  expenditures  have 
been  made  in  accordance  with  the  Act, 
the  regulations,  and  other  requirements. 

[FB  Doc.76-3663  Piled  3-6-76:8:46  am] 


Social  Security  Administration 
[20CFRPart410] 

[Reg.  No.  10] 

FEDERAL  COAL  MINE  HEALTH  AND 
SAFETY  ACT  OF  1969,  AS  AMENDED 
TITLE  iV,  BLACK  LUNG  BENEFITS 

Administrative  Actions  That  Are  Initial 
Determinations 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pvu^uant  to  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act  (5  U.S.C. 
553) ,  that  the  amendments  to  the  regu¬ 
lations  set  forth  in  tentative  form  below 
are  proposed  by  the  Commissioner  of 
Social  Security,  with  the  approval  cff  the 
Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare. 

In  administering  the  black  lung  pro¬ 
gram  under  Part  B  of  title  IV  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Coal  Mine  Health  and  Safety  Act 
of  1969.  aa  amended,  it  is  the  policy  of 


the  Social  Security  Administration  that 
the  decision  regarding  who  is  designated 
to  serve  or  continue  to  s«wc  as  r^>re- 
sentative  payee  is  an  initial  determina- 
ticm.  The  proposed  amendments  would 
reflect  this  policy  and  accord  the  same 
appeal  rights  with  respect  to  this  deci¬ 
sion  as  now  are  accorded  with  respect  to 
the  decision  as  to  whether  representa¬ 
tive  payment  shall  serve  the  interest  of 
an  individual  by  reason  of  his  incapacity 
to  manage  his  benefit  payments,  except 
decisions  involving  beneficiaries  under  18 
or  legally  incompetent. 

Under  the  proposed  |  410.610(1)  relat¬ 
ing  to  representative  payees  for  black 
lung  beneficiaries,  only  the  beneficiary 
or  his  legal  representative  would  have 
the  right  to  appeal  the  determination 
as  to  who  shall  be  the  representative 
payee.  This  is  specifically  stated  in  the 
proposed  §  410.623.  Therefore,  as  reflect¬ 
ed  in  the  proposed  changes  in  i  410.615 
(b) ,  the  decision  that  a  certain  individ¬ 
ual  shall  not  be  a  payee  would  not  be 
considered  an  initial  determination  and 
no  administrative  appeal  rights  would 
flow  therefrom. 

The  proposed  amendments  conform  to 
the  notice  of  proposed  rule  making  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  of  July  3, 
1975  (40  FR  28095),  regarding  policies 
implementing  title  II  of  the  Social  Se¬ 
curity  Act,  The  provisions  of  sections  205 
(b),205(j).and205(k)  (intiUeHofthe 
Social  Seciirity  Act)  are  incorporated  by 
reference  in  section  413(b)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Coal  Mines  Health  and  Safety  Act 
of  1969,  as  amended.  Section  413(b)  also 
indicates  that  the  same  procedures  which 
are  applicable  under  title  n  apply  also  to 
the  black  limg  program. 

Consideration  will  be  given  to  any 
data,  view,  or  arguments  pertaining 
thereto  which  are  submitted  in  writing 
in  triplicate  to  the  Commissioner  of  So¬ 
cial  Security.  Department  of  Health.  Ed¬ 
ucation,  and  Welfare.  P.O.  Box  1585, 
Baltimore,  Maryland  21203,  on  or  before 
March  8,  1976.  The  regulations  will  be 
effective  upon  final  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Copies  of  all  comments  reeclved  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  this  notice  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  during  regular  business 
hours  at  the  Washington  Inquiries  Sec¬ 
tion.  Office  of  Information.  Social  Se¬ 
curity  Administration,  Department  of 
Health.  Education,  and  Welfare.  North 
Building.  Room  4146,  330  Independence 
Avenue  SW.,  Washin^n,  D.C.  20201. 

The  proposed  amendments  are  to  be 
Issued  \mder  the  authority  contained  in 
sections  411(a),  413(b),  426(a),  and  508 
of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  as  amended,  83  Stat. 
793,  as  amended;  83  Stat.  794,  as 
amended,  83  Stat.  798;  83  Stat.  30  UB.C. 
921(a).  923(b),  936(a).  and  957. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13.806,  Special  Benefits  for  Dis¬ 
abled  Coal  Miners.) 

Dated:  December  20.  1975. 

J.  B.  Cardwell, 

ComnUssioner  of  Social  Security. 


Approved:  February  2. 1976. 

Marjorie  Lynch, 

Acting  Secretary  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare. 

Part  410  of  Chapter  m  of  title  20  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
amended  as  follows: 

1.  Paragraph  (1)  of  S  410.610  is  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  410.610  Administrative  actions  that 
are  initial  determinations. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(1)  Need  for  representative  payment. 
(1)  The  Social  Security  Administration 
shall  make  findings  setting  forth  the  per¬ 
tinent  facts  and  conclusions  as  to: 

(1)  Whether  representative  payment 
shall  serve  the  interests  of  an  individual 
by  reason  of  his  incapacity  to  manage 
his  benefit  payments  (see  9  410.581) ; 
and 

(il)  Who  shall  be  appointed  or  con¬ 
tinued  as  representative  payee  on  behalf 
of  a  beneficiary  under  this  Part. 

(2)  Except  with  respect  to  an  individ¬ 
ual  imder  age  18  or  with  respect  to  an 
individual  adjudged  legally  incompetent, 
any  finding  described  in  paragraph  (1) 
(1)  of  this  section  shall  be  considered 
an  Initial  determination. 

•  •  •  •  • 

2.  Paragraph  (b)  of  S  410.615  is  revised 
to  read  as  follows; 

§  410.615  Administrative  actions  which 
are  not  initial  determinations. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  The  denial  of  an  application  to  be 
made  representative  payee  for  and  on 
behalf  of  a  beneficiary  under  Part  B  of 
title  lY  of  the  Act  (see  9  410.581) ) . 

3.  Section  410.623  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows; 

§  410.623  Reconsideration;  right  to  re¬ 
consideration. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(b)  of  this  section,  the  Social  Security 
Administration  shall  reconsider  an  ini¬ 
tial  determination  if  a  written  request 
for  reconsideration  is  filed,  as  provided 
in  9  410.624; 

(1)  By  or  for  the  party  to  the  initial 
determination  (see  9  410.610) ;  or 

(2)  By  or  for  an  individual  (as  a 
widow,  child,  parent,  brother,  sister,  or 
representative  of  a  decedent’s  estate) 
who  makes  a  showing  in  writing  that  his 
or  her  rights  with  respect  to  ben^ts, 
may  be  prejudiced  by  such  determina¬ 
tion. 

(b)  The  Social  Security  Administra¬ 
tion  shall  reconsider  an  initial  determi¬ 
nation  regarding  who  shall  be  appointed 
or  continued  as  representative  payee  on 
behalf  of  a  beneficiary  under  Part  B  of 
title  IV  of  the  Act  (see  9  410.610(1)  (2)) 
only  if  a  written  request  for  considera¬ 
tion  is  filed,  as  provided  in  9  410.624,  by 
or  for  the  ben^ciary  or  his  legal  r^re- 
sentative. 

[FB  Doc.76-866a  FUed  3^76;8:46  sm] 
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DPARTMEMT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Fedorel  Aviation  Administration 
I14CFRPut75] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  75-SO-160] 

JET  ROUTE 
Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
(FAA)  is  considering  an  amendment  to 
Part  75  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  that  would  realign  J-59,  south  of 
Atlanta,  Ga. 

Intrested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  airspace  docket  num¬ 
ber  and  be  submitted  In  triplicate  to  the 
Director,  Southern  Region,  Attention: 
Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration,  P.O.  Box  20636,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30320.  All  communications  re¬ 
ceived  cm  or  before  Inarch  8,  1976,  will 
be  considered  before  action  is  tak^  on 
the  proposed  amendment.  The  proposal 
contained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed 
in  the  light  of  comments  received. 

An  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  Interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Office 
of  the  Chief  Counsel,  Attention:  Rules 
Docket,  AGC-24,  800  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591.  An 
informal  docket  also  win  be  available 
for  examination  at  Uie  office  of  the 
Regional  Air  Traffic  Division  Chief. 

Request  for  copies  of  this  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration,  Office  of  Information  Services, 
Attention:  Public  Information  Center, 
AIS-230, 800  Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591. 

The  proposed  amendment  would  re¬ 
align  a  segment  of  J-89  to  extend  from 
Biscayne,  Fla.,  to  Atlanta,  Ga.,  via  the 
INT  of  Biscayne  288”T  (288*M)  and 
Lakeland,  Fla.  leO’T  <165‘M)  radlals; 
Lakeland;  and  Cross  City,  Fla. 

The  proposed  action  would  provide  a 
.  shorter  route  between  Atlanta  and 
Miami,  Fla.  Additionally,  congestion 
would  be  reduced  on  J-43  and  J-45  south 
and  southeast  of  Atlanta. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  Sec.  307(a}  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  ol  1958  (49  UB.C.  1348(a) ) 
and  Sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  n.S.C.  16S5(c)). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
January  30, 1976. 

Edwako  J.  Malo, 

Chief.  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rides  Division. 

[FR  Doc.76-3505  Piled  2-5-76;8:46  ami 


[14CFRPart75] 

I  Airspace  Docket  No.  76-80-5] 

JET  ROUTE 
Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
(FAA)  is  considering  an  amendment  to 


Part  75  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  that  would  realign  J-S5  between 
New  Orleans,  La.,  and  Memphis,  Tenn., 
VORTACs. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications  should 
identify  the  airspace  docket  number  and 
be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Director, 
Southern  Region,  Attention:  Chief,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  P.O.  Box  20636,  Atlanta, 
C3la.  30320.  All  communications  received 
on  or  before  March  8,  1976,  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  before  action  is  taken  on  the 
proposed  amendment.  The  proposal  con¬ 
tained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in 
the  light  of  comments  received. 

An  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Office 
of  the  Chief  Counsel,  Attention:  Rules 
Docket,  AGC-24,  800  Indepoutence  Ave¬ 
nue,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591.  An 
informal  docket  also  will  be  available  for 
examination  at  the  office  of  the  Regional 
Air  Traffic  Division  Chief. 

Request  for  copies  of  this  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Federal  Aviation  Admlnis- 
tratkm.  Office  of  Information  Services, 
Attention:  Public  Information  Center, 
AIS-230,  800  Independoice  Avenue, 
S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591. 

The  proposed  amendment  would  re¬ 
align  J-35  between  New  Orleans,  La.,  and 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  via  McComb,  kiQss.; 
Greenwood,  Miss. 

This  proposed  action  would  improve 
traffic  flow  to/from  the  Memphis  Ter¬ 
minal  Area,  increase  radar  vectoring  air¬ 
space  and  provide  improved  separation 
between  enroute  IFR  traffic  and  military 
operations  in  the  vicinity  of  Cohunbus, 
Miss. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  UB.C.  1348(a) ) 
and  Sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  UJ3.C.  1655(c)). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C..  on  Janu¬ 
ary  30, 1976. 

Edward  J.  Malo, 

Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rides  Division. 

[Pit  Doc.76-3606  Filed  9-3-76:8:45  sm] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 
147  CFR  Pari  73] 

[Docket  No.  20364] 

FM  BROADCAST  STATIONS  IN  TAWAS 
CITY  AND  OSCODA.  MICHKSAN 

Table  of  Assignments;  Order  Extending 
Time  for  Filing  Comments  and  Reply 
Comments 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  S  73ffi)2 
(b) ,  Table  of  assignments,  FM  Broadoast 
Stations.  (Tawas  City  and  Oseoda,  Mich¬ 
igan)  .  Docket  No.  20364,  RM-2336. 

1.  On  December  11,  1975,  the  Conmls- 
sion  adopted  a  Further  Notice  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Rulemaking  in  the  above-entitled 


proceeding  (40  FR  59452) .  Tnie  dates  for 
filing  comments  and  reply  conunoits  axe 
presenlty  February  9  and  March  1,  1976, 
respectively. 

2.  On  January  26, 1976,  Carroll  Enter¬ 
prises,  Inc.,  by  counsel,  requested  that 
the  time  for  filing  comments  and  reply 
oomments  by  extended  to  and  including 
March  5  and  March  19, 1976,  respectively. 
Couns^  states  that  it  desires  to  study 
further  alternatives  which  would  permit 
all  FM  stations  in  the  general  area  to 
operate  with  equal  facilities.  He  adds  that 
these  studies  cannot  be  completed  in 
time  to  submit  meaningful  comments  by 
the  present  due  date.  Counsel  states  that 
the  counsel  who  has  filed  a  counter-pro¬ 
posal  in  this  proceeding  has  no  objection 
to  a  grant  of  this  extention. 

3.  We  are  of  the  view  that  the  public 
Interest  would  be  served  by  extending  the 
time  in  this  proceeding.  Accordingly,  it  is 
ordered.  That  the  dates  for  filing  com¬ 
ments  and  reply  ccxnments  is  extended 
to  and  Including  March  5  and  March  19, 
1976,  respectively. 

4.  This  action  is  taken  pursuant  to  au¬ 
thority  found  in  sections  4(1),  5(d)(1), 
and  303  (r)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  and  S  0J281  of  the 
Commission's  rules. 

Adopted:  January  28, 1976. 

Released:  January  30, 1976. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[SEAL  1  Wallace  E.  Johnson, 

Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau. 

IFR  Doc.76-8641  FUed  2-6-76:8:45  am] 

[47  CFR  Part  73] 

[Docket  No.  20669] 

CAPTIONING  OF  EMERGENCY  MESSAGES 

ON  TELEVISION 

Proposed  Requirements;  Order  Extending 

Time  for  Filing  Comments  and  Reply 

(tomments 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  Part  73 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  to  establish 
requirements  for  captioning  of  emer¬ 
gency  messages  on  television,  Docket  No. 
20659,  RM-2502. 

1.  On  December  16, 1975,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  adopted  a  notice  of  proposed  rule¬ 
making  in  the  above-entitled  proceeding 
(40  FR  60080) .  The  dates  for  filing  com¬ 
ments  and  reply  comments  are  presentiy 
January  29,  1976,  and  February  9,  1976, 
respectiv^y. 

2.  A  petition  for  extension  of  time  was 
filed  by  counsel  for  Public  Broadcasting 
Service  (PBS)  requesting  that  the  time 
for  filing  comments  be  extended  to  and 
Including  February  6,  1976.  Counsel 
pidnts  out  that  PBS  is  a  membership 
organization  the  members  of  which  are 
licensees  of  noncommercial  educational 
television  stations  throughout  the  United 
States.  He  states  that  January  has  bem 
a  particularly  busy  month  for  PBS  staff 
members  and  counsel  reqxinsible  for  the 
preparation  of  comments  in  ttds  pro¬ 
ceeding,  thereby  necessitating  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  time  so  that  comments  may  be 
filed. 
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3.  We  are  of  the  view  that  the  public 
Interest  would  be  served  by  extending  the 
time  In  this  proceeding.  Accordingly ,  it 
is  ordered.  That  the  dates  for  filing  com¬ 
ments  and  reply  comments  are  extended 
to  and  Including  February  6,  and  Febru¬ 
ary  23, 1976,  respectively. 

4.  This  action  Is  taken  pursuant  to 
authority  found  in  sections  4(1).  S(d) 
(1),  and  303(r)  of  the  Communicatkms 
Act  oi  1934,  as  amended,  and  S  0.381  of 
the  Commission’s  rules. 

Adopted;  January  28, 1976. 

Released:  February  2, 1976. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[SEAL]  Wallace  E.  Johnson, 
Chief.  Broadcast  Bureau. 

IFR  Doc.76-3643  Piled  2-6-76; 8: 46  am] 


[47CFRPart76] 

[Docket  No.  20681] 

CABLE  TELEVISION  SYSTEM 

Regular  Subscriber  Rates;  Extension  of 
Comment  Period 

Order.  In  the  matter  ot  amendment  of 
Sul^art  C  of  Part  76  of  the  C^ommls- 


slon’s  rules  and  regulations  regarding 
the  regulation  of  Cable  TeicvlBlon  Sys¬ 
tem  Regular  Subscriber  Rates,  Docket 
No.  20681. 

1.  The  firm  of  McKenna,  Wilkinson 
and  Elttner.  counsel  for  various  clients 
interested  In  and  affected  by  the  above- 
captioned  proceeding,  has  requested  an 
extension  o£  time  for  filing  comments 
therein.^  McKenna  et  al.  has  filed  a  re¬ 
quest  pursuant  to  the  Freedom  of  Infor¬ 
mation  Act,  5  ir.S.C.  section  552  and 
§  0.441  et  seq.  of  the  Commission’s  rules, 
for  disclosure  of  certain  data  relevant  to 
the  Commission’s  reasons  for  proposing 
amendment  of  §  76.31(a)  (4)  of  the 
rules  in  the  referenced  proceeding.  For 
this  reason,  and  because  of  the  impor¬ 
tance  of  the  issues  Involved,  McKenna 
et  al.  requests  an  extension  of  thirty 
days  beyond  the  date  of  its  receipt  of  the 
requested  material  in  which  to  file  com¬ 
ments. 

2.  In  view  of  these  considerations  and 
because  ^e  original  time  allowed  for  fil¬ 
ing  comments,  twenty-five  days,  was  not 
lengthy,  an  extension  would  appear  ap- 


» See  41  PR  1606,  Jamiary  9. 1976. 


propriate.  Because  the  date  on  which 
the  Freedom  of  Informatioti  request  will 
be  answered  is  not  yet  known,  adoption 
of  the  extenskm  suggested  appears  ad¬ 
ministratively  imwoi^able.  We  will  In¬ 
stead,  extend  the  dates  for  filing  com¬ 
ments  and  reply  comments  to  March  12, 
and  April  9, 1976.  *niis  forty-five  day  ex¬ 
tension  comports  substantially  with  that 
requested  and  should  afford  an  adequate 
opptHrtunity  for  preparation  of  respon¬ 
sive  remarks. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  That  the 
dates  for  filing  comments  and  replies  in 
Docket  20681  are  extended  to  March  12 
and  April  9, 1976,  respectively. 

This  action  is  taken  by  the  Chief,  Cable 
Television  Bureau,  pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  delegated  by  $  0.288  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules. 

Adopted;  January  27, 1976. 

Released:  January  39, 1976. 

Federal  Communications 
CMonssioN, 

[SEAL]  David  D.  Kinlet, 

Chief,  Cable  TOeviskm  Bureau. 

[PR  Doc.76-3638  Filed  2-6-76:8:45  am) 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  documents  other  than  rules  or  proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the  public.  Notices 
of  hearings  and  investigations,  committee  meetings,  agency  decisions  and  rulings,  delegations  of  authority,  filing  of  petitions  and  applications 
and  agency  statements  of  organization  and  functions  are  examples  of  documents  appearing  in  this  section. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

[Public  Notice  CM-d/12] 

SECRETARY  OF  STATE’S  ADVISORY  COM¬ 
MITTEE  ON  PRIVATE  INTERNATIONAL 

LAW  STUDY  GROUP  ON  ARBITRATION 

Meeting 

A  meeting  of  the  Study  Group  on  Ar¬ 
bitration,  a  subgroup  of  the  Secretary  of 
State’s  Advisory  Committee  on  Private 
International  Law,  will  take  place  on 
Friday,  February  26,  1978,  at  the  United 
States  Mission  to  the  United  Nations, 
799  United  Nations  Plaza,  New  York.  'The 
meeting,  which  will  begin  at  2:30  pjn., 
will  be  open  to  the  public. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to  re¬ 
view  draft  UNCITRAL  rules  on  interna¬ 
tional  commercial  arbitration. 

Members  of  the  general  public  may  at¬ 
tend  up  to  the  limits  of  the  capacity  of 
the  meeting  room  and  participate  in  the 
discussion  subject  to  instructions  of  the 
Chairman.  It  is  requested  that  prior  to 
February  26, 1976,  members  of  the  public 
who  desire  to  attend  the  meeting  inform 
their  name  and  afOliation  and  address  to 
Mr.  Robert  E.  Dalton,  Office  of  the  Legal 
Adviser,  Department  of  State;  the  tele¬ 
phone  number  is  area  core  202,  632-2107. 

Dated;  January  21, 1976. 

Robekt  E.  Dalton, 
Executive  Director. 

[FR  DOC.7&-3561  FUed  a-i-76:*:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Office  of  the  Secretary 

[Treasury  Dept.  Order  No.  241] 

OFFICE  OF  THE  ASSISTANT  SECRETARY 
FOR  TRADE,  ENERGY,  AND  FINANCIAL 
RESOURCES  POUCY  COORDINATION 

Transfer  of  Functions  and  Redesignation 
of  Office 

By  authority  vested  in  me  as  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  including  the  authority 
of  Reorganization  Plan  No.  26  of  1950,  it 
is  hereby  ordered  that: 

1.  All  programs,  fimcticms,  personnel, 
records,  personal  pr(H>erty,  and  funds, 
heretofore  assigned  to  the  Office  of  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Intematimial 
Affairs  are  transferred  to  the  supervision 
and  control  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Trade,  Energy,  and  Financial  Resources 
Policy  Coordination. 

2.  The  Assistant  Secretary  and  the  Of¬ 
fice  of  Trade,  Energy,  and  Financial  Re¬ 
sources  Policy  Coordination  are  hereby 
redesignated  the  Assistant  Secretary  and 
the  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secreta^  for 
International  Affairs,  respectively. 

3.  The  Assistant  Secretary  for  Interna¬ 
tional  Affairs  is  hereby  delegated  all  the 


responsibilities  and  is  authorized  to  per¬ 
form  all  the  duties  previously  performed 
by  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Trade,  En¬ 
ergy,  and  Financial  Resources  Policy  Co¬ 
ordination  and  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  International  Affairs,  pursuant  to: 

Treasury  Department  Order  No.  202  (Bevi* 
Sion  1) ,  March  26,  1973 
Treasury  Department  C^der  No.  232,  June  23 

1974 

Treasmy  Department  Order  No.  237,  April  7, 

1975 

However,  each  of  these  Orders  is  mod¬ 
ified  to  the  extent  inconsistent  herewith. 

4.  The  organizations  and  all  internal 
rules,  regulations,  and  instructiims 
adopted  for  the  administration  of  the  Of¬ 
fices  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Inter¬ 
national  Affairs  and  the  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  for  Trade,  Energy,  and  Financial 
Resources  Policy  Coordination,  which 
are  in  effect  on  the  date  of  this  Order, 
shall  continue  in  effect  until  superseded 
or  revised. 

Dated :  February  1, 1976. 

William  F.  Simon, 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

[PR  Doc.76-3693  Piled  2-5-76;8;46  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense 

DEFENSE  INTELLIGENCE  AGENCY 
SCIENTIFIC  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Closed  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Section 
10  of  Public  Law  92-463,  effective  Janu¬ 
ary  5,  1973,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  a 
closed  meeting  of  a  Panel  of  the  DIA 
Scientific  Advisory  Committee  will  be 
held  as  follows : 

Tuesday,  2  March  1976 — ^Pomixmlo 
Plaza,  Rosslyn,  Va.  The  entire  meeting 
commencing  at  1300  hrs.  is  devoted  to 
the  discussion  of  classified  information 
as  defined  in  Section  552(b)(1),  Title 
5  of  the  U.S.  Code  and  therefore  will  be 
closed  to  the  public.  Subject  matter  is 
to  work  on  a  study  of  specialized  intd- 
ligence  assessments  regarding  the  capa¬ 
bilities  and  use  of  emerging  weapons 
systems. 

Maurice  W.  Rochk, 
Director,  Correspondence  and 
Directives,  OASD  (.Comptroller) . 

(FB  Doc.76-3629  Filed  2-5-76:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE  WAGE 
COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Cancelled  Closed  Meetings 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
10  of  Pub.  Law  92-463,  the  Federal  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  Act,  effective  Janu¬ 
ary  5,  1973,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  g 


meeting  of  the  Department  of  Defense 
Wage  Committee  will  not  be  held  on 
Tuesday,  February  3,  1976;  Tuesday, 
February  10,  1976;  and  Tuesday,  Febru¬ 
ary  17,  1976. 

Maurice  W.  Roche, 
Director,  Correspondence  and 
Directives  OS  AD  (Comptroller) . 

February  3,  1976. 

(PB  Doc.76-3628  Piled  2-6-76:8:45  am] 


Engineers  Corps 

LAND  ACQUISITION,  FORT  HOOD,  TEXAS 
Public  Hearing 

The  Department  of  the  Army  will  con¬ 
duct  a  Public  Hearing  on- the  Draft  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Impact  Statement  concerning 
the  proposed  land  acquisition  for  Fort 
Hood,  Texas.  The  hearing  will  take  place 
in  the  Gatesvllle  Junior  High  School 
Auditorium,  Gatesvllle,  Texas,  on  Febru¬ 
ary  21,  1976  at  2:00  PM  CST. 

The  hearing  will  provide  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  organizations  and  other  in¬ 
terested  members  of  the  general  public 
to  comment  on  the  Draft  Environmental 
Impact  Statement. 

Copies  of  the  Draft  Environmental  Im¬ 
pact  Statement  (DEIS)  were  provided  to 
Federal,  State  and  local  agencies.  The 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality  an¬ 
nounced  availability  of  the  draft  state¬ 
ment  in  the  Federal  Register.  Vol.  40, 
No.  221,  Friday,  November  14,  1975  (40 
FR  53069) . 

Additional  information  and/or  copies 
of  the  DEIS  may  be  obtained  from  the 
Director  of  Facilities  Engineering,  Port 
Hood,  Texas  76544  (Phone  (817)  685- 
5500) . 

William  R.  Wray, 

■Major  General,  USA, 
Assistant  Chief  of  Engineers. 
[FB  Doc.76-3766  PUed  2-6-76;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
QUALIFIED  JOINT  BIDDERS 
Sworn  Statements  of  Production 

As  a  convenience  to  the  public,  and 
pursuant  to  his  authority  under  43  CFR 
3300,  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  hereby  publishes  a  list  of 
all  persons  which  by  February  2,  1976, 
had  filed  a  Statement  of  Production  in 
accordance  with  43  CFR  3302.3-2 (a) 
which  has  qualified  them  to  bid  Jointly 
during  the  Bidding  Period  November  1, 
1975,  through  April  30.  1976.  This  list 
supersedes  the  list  published  November 
25,  1975,  in  Federal  Register.  Vol.  40, 
No.  228.  This  publication  is  not  required 
^  by  law  or  regulations  and  may  in  some 
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respects  be  Incomplete.  Any  qualifying 
Statements  received  between  ]^^ruary  2, 
1976.  and  the  last  day  for  receipt  of  such 
statemmts,  February  9,  1976,  win  be  re¬ 
flected  in  a  Supplemental  List  of  Quali¬ 
fied  Joint  Bidders  available  for  inspec¬ 
tion  in  any  Outer  Continental  Shelf  field 
office. 

The  fcdlowlng  companies  have  filed 
sworn  Statements  of  Production  as  re¬ 
quired  by  43  CFR  3302.3-2 (a)  attesting 
to  average  daily  production  not  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  1.6  million  barr^  of  crude  oil, 
natural  gas  and  liquified  petroleum  pro¬ 
ducts  during  the  production  period  of 
January  1,  1975,  through  June  30,  1975; 

A1 — Aqiiltalne  Exploration,  Ltd. 

AlasXco  X7.8.A.,  Ltd. 

Allied  Chemical  Corporation 
Almlnex  UAA.,  Inc. 

AMAX  Petroleum  Corporation 
Amerada  He»  C<»p<»a4ioii 
American — ^Hawaiian  Steamship  Co. 

American  Iiulependent  Oil  Company 
American  Natural  Oas  Production  Company 
American  PetroOna  Company  of  •Texas 
American  PetroAna  Exploration  Company 
Anadarko  Production  Company 
Aquitaine  OU  Corporation 
Araeca  Petroleum  Corporation 
Argonaut  Canadian  Petroleum  Corporation 
Argonaut  Drilling  Del  Columbia  Inc. 

Ashland  OU,  Inc. 

AUantie  Richfield  Con^pany 
Australian  Pacific  Croupe,  Inc. 

Aztec  OU  &  Oas  Company 
Barber  OU  Exploration.  Inc. 

Basin  Exploration  Carp. 

Belco  Petroleum  Corpontion 
Burmah  OU  and  Oae  Company 
Burmah  OU  Development,  Inc. 

Buttes  Oas  &  OU  Co. 

Byron  L.  Warmee 

Canadian  Occidental  of  California,  Ine. 
Canadian  Superior  OU.  Lt. 

Canadian  Sviperlcu  OU  (XLS.)  Ltd. 

Caroline  Hunt  Trust  Estate 
Case — Pwneroy  Oil  Corporation 
Casex  Co. 

Cha^enger  Oil  &  Oas  Company 
Champlln  Petroleum  Company 
Chanator— Western  OU  and  Develqpnient 
Compemy 

CICOL  Petroleum  Inc. 

Cities  Service  Ciunpany 
Clark  Oil  Producing  Co. 

CNO  Producing  Company 

Columbia  Oas  Development  Oorpomtion 

Comoro  Exploration  IM. 

Ccmtinentai  OH  Company 
CBA.  Inc. 

Crowley  ExpkmticHi.  Ine. 

Crown  Central  PetreUeum  Corporation 
Dalco  OU  ConqMmy 
Decalta  International  Corporation 
Depoo,  Inc. 

Diamond  Shamrock  Corporation 
Drlllamex,  Inc. 

Dow  Chemical  Cmnpany,  The 
Eason  OU  Conq;>any 
ECEE,  Inc. 

Eoon,  Inc. 

El  Paso  Natiiral  Oas  Company 
Energy  Development  Corporation 
Enserch  Exploration,  Inc. 

Exed  kOneral  C<Hnpany 
Exchange  OU  &  Gas  Corporation 
.  Fanners  Union  Central  Exchange,  Xnoor- 
porated 

Farmland  International  Energy  Company 
Fdmont  OU  Oocporaitlon 
Florida  Oas  Exploration  Company 
Freeport  lllnerals  Company 
Oencral  American  Ofl  Company  of  Tbxn 
General  Crude  OU  Company 


Getty  OU  Company 

Hamilton  Brothers  Eaqaloraittoo.  rwwpMy 
HamUton  Brothers  OU  fvw«r»«y 
HamUton  Brothers  Petroleum  Corporation 
Hasale  Hunt.  Ineorporated 
Highland  Besouroas,  Ine. 

High  Seaa  Bxplorotkm,  Ine. 

Home  Petroleum  CmporaUon 
Hudbay  Expl<Hati<m,  Iite. 

Hunt  Energy  Corporation 
Hunt  Ind\istrles 
Hunt  Investment  Corporation 
Hunt  OH  Oomxwny 
Hunt  Petroleum  Corporation 
Husky  on  Company  ot  IMaware 
Idemitsu  Alaska  OU  Davetopment  Corpora¬ 
tion 

Intercontinental  Energy  Corporation 
Keith  Collins  Petroleum  (UJ9.)  Ine. 
Kerr-McGee  Corporation 
Kirby  Exploration  Company 
Kirby  Petroleum  Co. 

Kissinger  Petrole\im  CorjKnration 
KoA  Industries,  Ine. 

Ladd  Petroleum  Corporsition 
Lamar  Hunt  Trust  Estate 
Louisiana  Land  and  Exploration  Company, 
The 

Louisiana  Land  Offshore  Exploration  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc. 

MAPCO  Inc. 

Marathon  Oil  CcHupany 
Margaret  Hunt  Trust  Estate 
Maruzen  Oil  of  Alaska,  Inc. 

McCulloch  OU  Corpmation 
MerrU,  Ogle,  Babson  cmd  Wallis,  Inc. 

Mesa  Petroleum  Co. 

Michael  Shearn 
Michelson  Lfmd  Services,  Inc. 

Mono  Power  Company 
Monsanto  Company 
Murphy  OU  Corporation 
National  Bulk  Carrier.  Inc. 

NATRBSCO  INCORPORATED 
Natural  Gas  Corporation  ot  California 
Nakon  Bunker  Hunt  Trust  Estate 
Nepoo  Exploration  Corporation 
Mew  England  Energy  Incorporated 
Nmtii  OU.  Ine. 

Northern  Michigan  Exploration  Company 
Northern  Natural  Otas  Company 
Northwestern  Mutual  Life  Insuranee  Coaa- 
pany.  The 

Ocean  OU  ft  Oas  Company 
Ocean  Production  Company 
OFEWHORE  COMPANY.  The 
Ogle  Development  Corparation 
OU.  Devtiopment  Company  of  Texas 
OKOCO,  Inc. 

Oxy  Petroleum,  Inc. 

PanCanadlan  Petroleum  CcMopany 
Pan  Eastern  Exploration  Company 
Patrick  Petroleum  Oonqiany 
PaiUey  Petroleum,  Inc. 

PeltoOO  Company 
PennzoU  Coxopany 

Pennzoil  Louisiana  and  Texas  Offshore,  ine, 
PennzoU  Offshore  Gas  Operators,  me. 
PennzoU  Producing  c^npany 
Pexamlne  Global  Energy  Management,  T^e. 
Pexamlna  Petroleum  Ooaapaiiy 
PhUllps  Petroleum  Company 
Pinto.  Inc. 

Placid  (M  Company 
Powerlne  OU  Company 
Reserve  OU  and  Compemy 
Reqral  Gorge  Company,  The 
Samsdan  Off  aftwe  Corptnation 
flaiMrtsn  OU  Corporation 
SanDkego  Gas  and  Eleetrte  Company 
SksUyOll  Company 

SoOan — Swiaa  International  Oorpecation 
80KAT  Exploration  Con^tany 
Soatbem  Union  Production  Company 
Southland  Royalty  Ckxnpany 
St.  Joe  Petroleum  (VJS.)  Oorporatlon 
San  OU  company  (Delaware) 

Superior  OU  Company,  Iha 


Tannsco  Exploration.  Ltd. 

Taaaaco  Rxpkiration  n.  Ltd. 

Tannaco  OU  «"^~»^rrny 
Teaoio  Petroleum  Oorpwatloa 
Texas  Eastern  Exploration  Co. 

Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corporation 
Texas  Gas  BxjUontton  Corporation 
Tkaasgulf  Ine. 

Texas  International  Fatrolcum  Corporation 
Texas  Pacific  Oil  Company,  lac. 

Texaa  Prodaetlon  Company 
Thermal  Power  Con^Mmy 
TMT  Corp. 

Tranaco  Exploration  Company 
TransOoean  OU,  me. 

Trident  Alaska  Group,  me. 

Union  OU  Company  of  Callfcunia 
Vsea,  me. 

Walnoco,  Ine. 

Western  OU  Management  Company 
WUUam  Herbert  Hunt  Trust  Estate 
Williams  Exploration  Company 

In  addition.  Statements  of  Production 
have  been  received  from  nine  companies 
who  produced  an  average  of  1.6  million 
or  more  barrds  of  crude  (^,  natural  gas 
and  Uqutfied  petixrfeum  products  a  day 
during  the  previously  mentkmed  produc¬ 
tion  period.  This  list  appeared  In  the 
Fedbral  Register  Vol.  40,  No.  211,  Friday, 
Ocitititar  31. 1975. 

Those  persons  planning  to  bid  Jointly 
ai  anor  lease  sales  hdd  during  the  sec¬ 
ond  bidding  period.  May  1, 1976,  through 
October  31.  1976,  are  reminded  that  by 
the  close  of  business  on  Marc^  17,  1976, 
Statements  of  Production  relative  to  the 
Prodaetlon  Period  of  JuJ^  1.  1975, 
threm^  December  31,  1975,  must  have 
been  received  in  the  Office  of  the  Direc¬ 
tor.  Bureau  of  Land  Management  (at¬ 
torn  722) ,  Department  of  the  Interior. 
Washington.  D.C.  20240. 

Dated;  February  3, 1976. 

ChJET  Beeklund, 

Direetor, 

BureoM  of  Land  Management. 

IFR  Doc.76-m7  FUed  a-5-T«;8:46  am) 


BonnewUla  Poiwer  Administration 

BONNEVILLE  REGIONAL  ADVISORY 
COUNCIL 

Notica  of  Public  Meeting 

Hie  Bonneville  Regional  Advisory 
Oouncil  will  bold  its  annual  meeting  on 
March  17,  1976,  at  the  Cosmopolitan 
Alltel,  6221  N£.  32nd  Avoiue,  Portland, 
Oregon.  The  meeting  will  be^  at  9;30 
am.  and  wHB  be  open  to  interested  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  pabne.  A  registration  p«1od 
will  precede  the  start  of  the  meeting. 
There  Is  no  registration  fee.  but  there 
will  be  a  charge  for  the  no-host  luncheon. 

The  main  purpose  of  the  meeting  will 
be  to  dicoiiwi  the  enn'gy  situation  within 
the  Pacific  Northwest  region  served  by 
the  BonnevSle  Power  Admlnlstratton. 
Aapecta  ot  this  topic  to  be  covered  txk- 
clods  each  ftens  as  ttie  Psetflc  NorttiiPKt 
power  outlook,  the  effect  of  recent  litiga¬ 
tion  on  longHrange  plannlDg  to  Boeet 
power  supply  needs  of  Om  ragtag  and 
BPA’s  pi-eparathm  of  an  Envlruumental 
Inqpaci  Statonent  on  Ms  role  to  vf^onal 
energy  planning. 
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The  Bonneville  Regional  Advisory 
Council  serves  to  bring  to  the  attention 
of  its  members  matters  pertinent  to  BPA 
programs.  The  Council  does  not  pass  for¬ 
mal  resolutions  as  such  but  the  annual 
meeting  does  serve  as  a  general  forum 
for  the  free  exchange  of  ideas  as  to  the 
best  ways  of  utilizing  the  oiergy  re- 
soiurces  of  the  region. 

Copies  of  the  proceedings  at  the  an¬ 
nual  meeting  will  be  furnished  upon  re¬ 
quest  to  the  Executive  Secretary,  Bonne¬ 
ville  Regrional  Advisory  Council.  P.O. 
Box  3621,  Portland,  Oregon  97208. 

Dated:  January  26, 1976. 

Donald  Paul  Hodel, 
Chairman,  Bonneville  Regional 
Advisory  Council. 

|FR  Doc.76-3567  FUed  2-5-76;8:46  am] 


National  Park  Service 

CONSULTING  COMMITTEE  TO  THE  NA¬ 
TIONAL  SURVEY  OF  HISTORIC  SITES 
AND  BUILDINGS 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  ttie  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act  that  a  meeting  of  the  Consulting 
Committee  to  the  National  Survey  of 
Historic  Sites  and  Buildings  will  be  held 
at  9:00  a.m.,  ejs.t.,  on  March  4  and  5, 
1976,  in  320  Sampson  Hall,  United  States 
Naval  Academy,  Annap>olis,  Maryland, 

The  purpose  of  the  Consulting  Com¬ 
mittee  is  to  review  and  evaluate  studies 
of  potential  national  historic  landmarks 
prepared  by  the  National  Survey.  The 
Committee’s  evaluation  is  the  initial 
screening  of  potential  national  historic 
landmarks.  Its  recommendations  are 
forwarded  to  the  Secretary  of  the  In¬ 
terior’s  Advisory  Board  on  National 
Parks,  Historic  Sites,  Buildings,  and 
Momun^ts  for  a  final  review. 

The  members  of  the  Consulting  Com¬ 
mittee  are: 

Dr.  Richard  H.  Howland  (Cifhlrman) ,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Dr.  John  O.  Brew,  Cambridge.  Massachusetts. 
Mr.  Herbert  E.  Kahler,  Alexandria,  Virginia. 
Dr.  Walter  L.  Creese,  Urbana,  niinois. 

Professor  Frederick  D.  Nichols,  Cbarlottes- 
vUle,  Virginia. 

Dr.  Henry  A.  Mlllon,  American  Academy  In 
Rome — ^Rome,  Italy. 

Mr.  James  Biddle,  WaShingtmi,  D.C. 

Mr.  Charles  E.  Lee,  Ckdxunbia,  South  Carolina. 
Dr.  Dorothy  B.  P(»ter,  Washington,  D.O. 

Dr.  J<din  W.  Huston,  Annapolis,  Maryland. 

’The  subjects  that  are  to  be  evaluated 
are: 

1.  A  segment  of  the  subtheme  "Archltec- 
t\ire.” 

8.  A  part  of  the  subtheme  “Science  and 
InvenUcm.” 

8.  A  partial  study  of  the  theme  “The  Coiv- 
templatlve  Society’*  considering  propwtles 
associated  with  the  role  of  Afro-Americans 
in  the  several  subthemes  within  this  subject 
field. 

4.  Completlcm  of  the  aubtheme  “Political 
and  kOUtary  Affairs,  1865-1914.“ 

5.  A  partial  study  of  the  subtheme  “PoUU- 
oal  and  Military  Affairs  Aftw  1914." 

TTie  following  special  studies  will  also 
be  considered: 


1.  Power  Canal  Systems  in  the  Mid- Atlantic 
and  South  Atlantic  States. 

2.  John  D.  Rockefeller,  Sr.  HOme. 

Hie  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
However,  facilities  and  space  for  accom¬ 
modating  the  public  are  limited.  It  is 
expected  that  not  more  than  10  persons 
will  be  able  to  attend  the  sessions.  Any 
member  of  the  public  may  file  with  the 
Consulting  Committee  a  written  state¬ 
ment  cm  the  subjects  to  be  discussed. 

Persons  wishing  further  information 
concerning  this  meeting,  or  who  wish  to 
submit  written  statements,  may  contact 
Mr.  Jerry  L.  Rogers,  Acting  Director, 
OfOce  of  Archeology  and  Historic  Preser- 
vaticm,  202-523-5275.  Minutes  of  the 
meeting  will  be  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  six  weeks  after  the  mating  at 
the  Office  of  Archeolt^y  and  Historic 
Preservation,  National  Park  Service,  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior,  Washington, 
D.C. 

Dated:  January  27, 1976. 

Jerry  L.  Rogers, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Archeology 

and  Historic  Preservation. 

[FR  Doc.76-3616  Filed  2-5-76:8:46  am] 


[Order  No.  2] 

ADMINISTRATIVE  OFFICER 
Delegation  of  Authority 

Section  1.  Administrative  Officer.  The 
Administrative  Officer  may  execute,  ap¬ 
prove  and  administer  contracts  not  in 
excess  of  $40,000  for  supplies,  equliMnent 
or  services,  including  construction,  in 
conformity  with  applicable  regulations 
and  statutory  authority  and  subject  to 
Uie  availability  of  appropriated  funds. 

Section  2.  Revocation.  This  order  su¬ 
percedes  Order  No.  1,  Arizona  Archeo¬ 
logical  Center,  dated  August  3, 1972,  and 
published  September  20,  1972,  37  PR 
19389. 

(National  Park  Service  Order  No.  77,  38FR 
7478,  puMlshed  March  22,  1973,  as  amended; 
Western  Regional  Order  No.  7,  37FR  6326, 
published  March  28,  1972,  as  amended.) 

Dated:  August  26, 1975. 

Florence  C.  Salisbury, 

Acting  Chief, 

Western  Archeological  Center. 

|FR  Doc.76-3650  Filed  2-5-76:8:46  am] 

Office  of  Secretary 
NATIONAL  PETROLEUM  COUNCIL 
Notice  of  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  for  the  follow¬ 
ing  meeting: 

The  Economic  Conditions  Task  Oroup 
of  the  National  Petroleum  Council’s 
Committee  on  Enhanced  Recovery  Tech¬ 
niques  for  Oil  and  Gas  in  the  United 
Committee  on  Enhanced  Recovery  Tech- 
States  will  meet  on  Wednesday  and 
Thursday,  February  25  and  February 
26,  1976,  at  the  offices  of  Atlantic  Rich¬ 
field  Company,  515  South  Flower  Street, 
Los  Angeles,  Callfomia.  In  accordance 
with  the  following  schedule: 


Dst*  Timtt  Location 

Feb.  .25  1  p.m_ . Conference  Room  B,  87Ui  Floor. 

26  9  8.m _ Conference  Room  C,  37th  Floor. 


’The  agenda  includes  the  following 
items  for  discussion: 

1.  Discuss  economic  priority  considera¬ 
tions  defined  and  delineated  by  the  Task 
Group. 

2.  Review  initial  assignments  developed 
in  response  to  above. 

3.  Review  development  of  economic 
Iiarameters  for  application  to  data  being 
developed  by  the  Technology  Task  Group. 

4.  Discuss  any  other  matters  pertinent 
to  the  overall  assignment  of  the  Task 
Group. 

The  purpose  of  the  National  Petroleum 
Coimcil  is  to  provide  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  upon  request,  advice,  in¬ 
formation,  and  recommendations  upon 
any  matter  relating  to  petroleum  or  the 
petroleum  industry. 

The  meetihg  will  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  to  the  extent  that  iH>ace  and  facili¬ 
ties  permit.  Any  member  of  the  public 
may  file  a  written  statement  with'  the 
Council  either  before  or  after  the  meet¬ 
ing.  Interested  persons  who  wish  to 
speak  at  the  meeting  must  apply  to  the 
Council  and  obtain  approval  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  its  established  procedures. 

Further  information  about  the  meet¬ 
ing  may  be  obtained  from  Ben  Tafoya, 
Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary — Energy 
and  Minerals,  Department  of  the  Inte¬ 
rior,  Washington,  D.C.  (telephone:  343- 
6226) . 

Dated:  February  3, 1976. 

William  L.  FIsher, 

Acting  Aisistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior. 
(PR  Doc.76-3648  FUed  2-6-76:8:46  am] 

NATIONAL  PETROLEUM  COUNCIL 
Notice  of  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  for  the  follow¬ 
ing  meeting: 

The  Coordinating  Subcommittee  of 
the  National  Petroleum  Council’s  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Enhanced  Recovery  Tech¬ 
niques  for  Oil  and  Gas  in  the  United 
States  will  meet  on  Thursday  and  Fri¬ 
day,  February  26  and  February  27,  1976 
at  the  offices  of  Atlantic  Richfield  Com¬ 
pany,  515  South  Flower  Street,  Los 
Angeles,  California,  in  accordance  with 
the  following  schedule: 


Date  Time  LocaUon 

Feb.  26  1  p.m _ Conference  Room  C,  87th  Floor. 

27  9  a.m _ Conference  Room  B,  87th  Floor. 


The  agenda  Includes  the  following 
items  for  discussion: 

1.  Review  and  discuss  progress  reports 
of  task  groups: — ^Technology  Task 
Group  —  Economic  Conditions  Task 
Group. 

2.  Review  and  discuss  coordination  of 
output  and  interaction  betwe^  the 
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Technology  and  Economic  Conditions 
Task  Groups. 

3.  Review  and  discuss  overall  time¬ 
table  for  study  effort. 

4.  Discuss  any  other  matters  pertinent 
to  overall  assignment  of  the  Coordinat¬ 
ing  Subcommittee. 

The  purpose  of  the  National  Petroleum 
Coimcil  is  to  provide  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  upon  request,  advice,  infor¬ 
mation,  and  recommendations  upon  any 
matter  relating  to  petroleum  or  the 
petroleum  industry. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
to  the  extent  that  space  and  facilities 
permit.  Any  member  of  the  public  may 
file  a  written  statement  with  the  Co\m- 
cU  either  before  or  after  the  meeting. 
Interested  persons  who  wish  to  speak  at 
the  meeting  must  apply  to  the  Council 
and  obtain  approval  in  accordance  with 
its  established  procedures. 

P\u-ther  information  about  the  meet¬ 
ing  may  be  obtained  from  Ben  Tafoya, 
Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary — Energy 
and  Minerals,  Department  of  the  In¬ 
terior,  Washington,  D.C.  (telephone; 
343-6226) . 

Dated;  February  3,  1976. 

William  L.  Fisher, 
Acting  Assistant  Secretary 

of  the  Interior. 

[FR  Doc.76-3649  Piled  2-5-76:8:45  am) 


OPERATING  CRITERIA  AND  PROCEDURES: 
TRUCKEE  AND  CARSON  RIVERS 

Newlands  Reclamation  Project,  Nevada 

On  January  6, 1975,  Operating  Criteria 
and  Procedures  for  Coordinated  Opera¬ 
tion  and  Control  of  the  Truckee  and 
(Parson  Rivers  for  Service  to  Newlands 
Project  were  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (38  FR  6697) ,  The  criteria  ap¬ 
ply  to  the  operation  of  the  Newlands 
Reclamation  Project  until  October  31, 
1975. 

The  operating  criteria  and  procedures 
for  the  Newlands  Reclamation  Project 
prescribed  for  the  period  ending  Oc¬ 
tober  31,  1975,  shall,  until  further  notice, 
continue  in  effect  for  the  period  ending 
October  31, 1976,  subject  to  the  following 
adjustments; 

1.  In  said  operating  criteria  and  pro¬ 
cedures,  time  references  relating  to  cy¬ 
clical  activities,  which  can  be  expect^ 
to  recur  from  operating  period  to  oper¬ 
ating  period,  shall  be  updated  by  1  year. 

2.  Where  Truckee-Carson  Irrigation 
District  was  required  by  said  operating 
criteria  and  procedures  to  have  per¬ 
formed  certain  actions  of  a  noncyclical 
and  nonrecurring  nature  and  has  failed 
to  do  so,  it  shall  perform  such  actions 
forthwith. 

This  shall  not  be  deemed  to  waive  the 
responsibility  of  the  Truckee-Carson  Ir¬ 
rigation  District  to  have  complied  with 
said  operating  criteria  and  procedures 
for  previous  years.  , 

3.  Section  c(5)  is  modified  to  provide 
for  the  installation  of  measuring  devices 


on  at  least  30  percent  of  the  turnouts 
by  October  31,  1976. 

Dated;  February  2.  1976. 

Thomas  S.  Klxppx, 
Secretary  of  the  Interior. 
[FR  Doc.76-3760  PUed  3-5-76:8:46  Am] 

Department  of  the  Interior  continues 
on  page  5478 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Farmers  Home  Administration 

[Notice  of  Designation  A2371 

NORTH  CAROLINA 

Designation  of  Emergency  Areas 
The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  de¬ 
termined  that  fanning,  ranching,  or 
aquaculture  operations  have  been  sub¬ 
stantially  affected  in  the  following  North 
Carolina  Counties  as  a  result  of  the 
natural  disasters  showm; 

Franklin — severe  drought  June  1  to 
July  10  and  July  26  to  September  15, 
1975;  and  excessive  rainfall  July  11  to 
July  25,  1975. 

Granville — severe  drought  June  15  to 
July  3  and  July  19  to  September  30, 
1975;  and  excessive  rainfaU  July  4  to 
July  18,  1975. 

Warren — drought  conditions  June  1  to 
July  10  and  a  drought  July  26  to  Sep¬ 
tember  15,  1975;  and  excessive  rainfall 
July  11  to  July  25,  1975. 

Therefore,  the  Secretary  has  desig¬ 
nated  these  areas  as  eligible  for  Emer¬ 
gency  loans,  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Consolidated  Farm  and  Rural  De¬ 
velopment  Act,  as  amended  by  Public 
Law  94-68,  and  the  provisions  of  7  CFR 
1832.3(b)  including  the  recommendation 
of  Governor  James  E.  Holshouser,  Jr. 
that  such  designation  be  made. 

Applications  for  Emergency  loans  must 
be  received  by  this  Department  no  later 
than  March  22,  1976,  for  ph3rsical  losses 
and  October  20,  1976,  for  production 
losses,  except  that  qualified  borrowers 
who  receive  initial  loans  pursuant  to  this 
designation  may  be  eli^ble  for  subse¬ 
quent  loans.  The  urgency  of  the  need  for 
loans  in  the  designated  areas  makes  it 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  to  give  advance  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  and  invite  public 
participation. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  2nd  day 
of  February,  1976. 

Frank  B.  Elliott, 
Administrator. 

Farmers  Home  Administration. 

[PR  Doc.76-3704  PUed  2-5-76:8:46  am] 

[Notice  of  Designation  No.  A288] 

SOUTH  DAKOTA 
Designation  of  Emergency  Areas 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  de¬ 
termined  that  fanning,  ranching,  or 
aquaculture  operations  have  been  sub¬ 
stantially  affected  in  Beadle  County, 
South  Dakota,  as  a  result  of  a  severe 
drought  Jime  15  to  October  9, 1975. 

Therefore,  the  Secretary  has  desig¬ 
nated  this  area  as  eligible  for  Emergency 


loans  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Consolidated  Farm  and  Rural  Develop¬ 
ment  Act,  as  amended  by  Public  Law 
94-68,  and  the  provisions  of  7  CFR  1832.- 
3(b)  including  the  recommendation  of 
Governor  Richard  F.  Knelp  that  such 
designation  be  made. 

Applications  for  Emergency  loans  must 
be  received  by  this  Department  no  later 
than  March  22,  1976,  for  physical  losses 
and  October  20,  19)76,  for  production 
losses,  except  Uiat  qualified  borrowers 
who  receive  initial  loans  pursuant  to  this 
deignatlon  may  be  eligible  for  subs^uent 
loans.  The  urgency  of  the  need  for  loans 
in  the  designated  area  makes  it  imprac¬ 
ticable  and  contrary  to  the  public  inter¬ 
est  to  give  advance  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  and  invite  public  par¬ 
ticipation. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  2nd 
day  of  February,  1976. 

Frank  B.  Elliott, 
Administrator. 

Farmers  Home  Administration 
[PR  Doc.76-3706  FUed  2-5-76:8:45  am  ] 


[Notice  of  Designation  No  A293) 
GEORGIA 

Dasignation  of  Emeigency  Areas 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  de¬ 
termined  that  farming,  ranching,  or 
aquaculture  operations  have  been  sub¬ 
stantially  affected  in  Jefferson  County. 
Georgia,  as  a  result  of  periods  of  drought 
June  16  through  July  7,  1975,  and  Au¬ 
gust  14  through  Atigust  28, 1975. 

Therefore,  the  Secretary  has  desig¬ 
nated  this  area  as  eligible  for  Emergency 
loans  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Consolidated  Farm  and  Rural  Develop¬ 
ment  Act,  as  amended  by  Public  Law  94- 
68,  and  the  provisions  of  7  CFR  1832.3(b) 
including  the  recommendation  of  Gov¬ 
ernor  George  Busbee  that  such  designa¬ 
tion  be  made. 

Applications  for  Emergency  loans 
must  be  received  by  this  Department  no 
later  than  March  22,  1976,  for  physical 
losses  and  October  21,  1976,  for  produc¬ 
tion  losses,  except  that  qualified  bor¬ 
rowers  who  receive  initial  loans  pursuant 
to  this  designation  may  be  ^iglble  for 
subsequent  loans.  The  urgency  pf  the 
need  for  loans  in  the  designated  area 
makes  it  impracticable  and  (xmtrary  to 
the  public  interest  to  give  advance  notice 
of  proposed  rule  making  and  invite  pub¬ 
lic  participation. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  2nd 
day  of  February,  1976. 

Frank  B.  Elliott, 
Administrator, 

Farmers  Home  Administration. 


[Notice  of  DMlgBstton  Nximber  A291] 
NEW  JERSEY 

DesIgnatlkM  of  Emergency  Areas 
The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  de¬ 
termined  that  faimlng,  ranching,  or  ao- 
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uaculture  operations  have  been  substan¬ 
tially  affected  in  Camden  County,  New 
Jersey,  as  a  result  of  heavy  rains  and 
damage  winds  from  July  10  thro\ifi^ 
July  16.  1975. 

Therefore,  the  Secretary  has  desig¬ 
nated  this  area  as  eligible  for  Emergwicy 
loans  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Consohdated  Farm  and  Rural  Develc«)- 
ment  Act,  as  amended  by  Public  Law  94- 
68,  and  the  provisions  of  7  CFR  1832.3 
(b)  Including  the  recommendation  of 
Giovemor  Brendan  T.  Byrne  that  such 
designation  be  made. 

Applications  for  Emergency  loans  must 
be  received  by  this  Department  no  later 
than  March  22,  1976,  for  physical  losses 
and  October  21,  1976,  for  production 
losses,  except  that  qualified  borrowers 
who  receive  initial  loans  pursuant  to  this 
designation  may  be  eli^ble  for  subse¬ 
quent  loans.  The  urgency  of  the  need  for 
loans  in  the  designated  area  makes  it 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  to  give  advance  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  and  invite  public  par¬ 
ticipation. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  2nd 
day  of  February,  1976. 

Frank  B.  Elliott, 
Administrator. 

Farmers  Home  Administration. 

IFR  Doc.76-3707  PUed  2-6-76;8:46  am] 


Soil  Conservation  Service 

ATTOYAC  BAYOU  WATERSHED  PROJECT, 
TEXAS 

Availability  of  Negative  Declaration 

Pursuant  to  Section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Envlroiunental  Policy  Act  of 
1969;  part  1500.6(e)  of  'the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  Guidelines  (38 
FR  20550)  August  1,  1973;  and  part 
650.8(b)  (3)  of  the  Soil  Conservation 
Service  Guidelines  (39  FR  19651)  J\me 
3,  1974;  the  Soil  Conservation  Service, 
n.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  gives 
notice  that  an  environmental  impact 
statement  is  not  being  prepared  for  the 
Attoyac  Bayou  Watershed  Project,  Na¬ 
cogdoches.  Rusk,  Shelby,  and  San  Au¬ 
gustine  Counties,  Texas. 

The  environmental  assessment  of  this 
federal  action  indicates  that  the  project 
will  not  create  significant  adverse  local, 
regional,  or  national  impacts  on  the  en¬ 
vironment  and  that  no  significant  con¬ 
troversy  is  associated  with  the  project. 
As  a  result  of  these  findings,  Mr.  George 
C.  Marks,  State  Conservationist,  Soil 
Conservation  Service,  USDA,  First  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  Building.  Temple,  Texas 
76501,  has  determined  that  the  prepara¬ 
tion  and  review  of  an  environmental  im¬ 
pact  statement  Is  not  needed  for  this 
project. 

The  project  concerns  a  plan  for  wat¬ 
ershed  protection  and  flood  preventioiL 
The  remaining  planned  works  of  im¬ 
provement,  as  described  in  the  negative 
declaration,  include  the  installation  of 
floodwater  retarding  structure  Nos.  5,  9, 
13.  20  and  21. 


NOTICES 

The  environmental  assessment  file  is 
available  for  Inspection  during  regular 
working  hours  at  the  following  location: 

Conservatlcm  Service,  USDA,  First  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  Building.  Temple,  Texas 
76501 

Requests  for  the  negative  declaration 
should  be  sent  to  the  above  address. 

No  administrative  actum  <m  implemm. 
tatl(m  of  the  proposal  will  be  takoi  on 
or  before  February  23,  1976. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  10.904,  National  Archives 
Reference  Services) 

Dated:  January  30,  1976. 

Joseph  W.  Haas, 
Deputy  Administrator  for 
Water  Resources,  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  Service. 

[FR  Doc.76-3560  Filed  2-5-76;8:45  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 
PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 
Systems  of  Records 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  an  addi¬ 
tional  routine  use  for  USDA/OI-3,  In¬ 
vestigative  Files  and  Subject /Title  In¬ 
dex.  This  routine  use  was  inadvertently 
omitted  when  the  system  notice  was 
originally  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister,  40  Fed.  Reg.  38982  (Aug.  27,  1975). 

Pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  552a(e)  (11),  in¬ 
terested  persons  are  invited  to  sulHnit 
written  comments  on  this  routine  use. 
Comments  may  be  submitted  to:  Direc¬ 
tor,  Research  and  Operations  Division, 
Office  of  the  General  Counsel,  UB.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  Washington, 
D.C.  20250.  All  comments  must  be  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  thirtieth  day  following  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  notice. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  no¬ 
tice  is  hereby  given  of  the  addition  of 
the  following  routine  use  to  USDA/OI-3, 
Investigative  Piles  and  Subject/Title  In¬ 
dex: 

Routine  release  or  release  on  request  to 
Federal  Investigative  agencies  where  the  in¬ 
formation  wlU  be  used  In  connection  with  s 
background  or  suitability  Investigation  con¬ 
ducted  on  an  Individual  being  cleared  tar 
access  to  classlhed  Information,  employment 
on- contracts,  or  appointment  to  a  position 
within  any  Executive  Branch  agency. 

Dated:  February  3,  1976. 

Earl  L.  Butz, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-3712  Filed  2-6-76;8;45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Domestic  and  International  Business 
Administration 
[Order  No.  47-1] 

Organization  and  Function 

BUREAU  OF  INTERNATIONAL 

ECONOMIC  POLICY  AND  RESEARCH 

This  order  effective  December  21, 1975 
supersedes  the  material  appearing  at  39 
FR  1649  of  January  11,  1974  ;  39  PR  6750 
of  February  22,  1974;  39  FR  11447  of 


March  28,  1974;  39  PR  20624  of  June  12, 
1974;  39  PR  38269  of  October  30.  1974; 
and  40  PR  36603  of  August  21, 1975. 

SECTION  1.  PURPOSE 

This  order  delegates  authority  to  the 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Inter¬ 
national  Economic  Policy  and  Research 
and  prescribes  the  organization  and 
functions  of  the  Bureau. 

SECTION  2.  DELEGATIONS 

.01  Pursuant  to  Section  4.03  of  De- 
r>artment  Organization  Order  10-3  of 
November  17,  1975,  the  following  au¬ 
thorities  delegated  to  the  Assistant  Sec¬ 
retary,  DIB  by  the  Secretary  of  Com¬ 
merce  are  hereby  delegate  to  the 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Interna¬ 
tional  Economic  Policy  and  Research: 

a.  Such  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
February  14, 1903,  (15  U.S.C.  1512  etseq.; 

15  U.S.C.  171  et  seq.)  as  amended,  to 
foster,  promote  and  develop  the  foreign 
and  domestic  commerce  of  the  United 
States  as  are  necessary  to  the  perform- 
nnce  of  the  Bureau’s  functions. 

b.  Section  4221  of  the  Internal  Reve¬ 
nue  Code  of  1954,  as  amended,  and  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C, 
1309) ,  Insofar  as  they  relate  to  findings 
with  respect  to  exemptions  from  taxes 
and  import  duties  on  supplies  and  equip¬ 
ment  for  aircraft; 

c.  The  Foreign  Investment  Study  Act 
of  1974  (Public  Law  93-479,  88  Stat. 
1450) ,  which  provides  for  a  comprehen¬ 
sive,  overall  study  of  foreign  direct  in¬ 
vestments  in  the  United  States.  The 
fimctions  thereunder  are  to  be  carried 
out  in  close  coordination  with  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Economic  Analysis  (Department 
Organization  Order  35-lA,  subparagraph 
3.01d.) ,  including,  to  the  extent  feasible, 
the  division  or  assignment  of  responsi¬ 
bilities.  Any  regulations  established  to 
carry  out  functions  imder  the  Act  and 
reports  to  be  submitted  to  the  Congress 
are  to  be  issued  by  the  Secretary; 

d.  Executive  Order  11858,  of  May  7, 
1975,  relating  to  foreign  Investment  in 
the  United  States; 

e.  Sections  135  and  104  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  (88  Stat.  1978,  19  U.S.C.  2101 
et.  seq.)  and  Section  4(d)  of  Executive 
Order  11846  of  March  27,  1975,  relating 
to  industoy  policy  and  sector  advisory 
c<munittees  and  the  identificatioir  of 
product  sectors  of  manufacturing:  and 

f.  Sections  5(b)  and  5(c)  of  Executive 
Order  11846  of  March  27.  1975,  relating 
to  quantitative  import  restrictions  and 
monitoring  imports  imder  orderly  mar¬ 
keting  agreements. 

.02  The  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
for  International  Economic  Policy  and 
Research  may  redelegate  his  authority  to 
any  employee  of  the  Bureau  of  Interna¬ 
tional  Economic  Policy  and  Research  or 
to  any  other  appropriate  officer  or  agen¬ 
cy  of  the  Government  subject  to  such 
conditions  in  the  exercise  of  such  au¬ 
thority  as  he  may  prescribe. 

SECTION  3.  DRGANIZATTON  AND  LINE  OF 
AUTHORITT 

.01  The  Bureau  of  International  Eco¬ 
nomic  Policy  and  Research  shall  be 
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headed  by  the  DepuLy  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  for  International  Economic  Policy 
and  Research  who  shall  report  and  be 
responsible  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Domestic  and  International  Business. 
The  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  shall  be 
assisted  by  a  Deputy  Director,  who  shall 
also  perform  the  fimctions  of  the  Dep¬ 
uty  Assistant  Secretary  during  the  lat¬ 
ter’s  absence. 

.02  The  Bureau  of  International  Eco¬ 
nomic  Policy  and  Research  shall  consist 
of  the  following  principal  organizational 
elements: 

Office  of  International  Trade  Policy 
Office  of  International  Finance  and  Invest¬ 
ment 

Office  of  Competitive  Assessment 
Office  of  Economic  Research 
Office  of  Foreign  Investment  In  the  United 
States 

SECTION  4.  FUNCTIONS 

The  Bureau  of  International  Economic 
Policy  and  Research  shall: 

a.  Perform  research,  analysis,  and  de¬ 
velopment  of  programs  and  policies  re¬ 
lating  to  international  trade,  finance, 
and  investment; 

b.  Initiate  and  review  research  studies 

on  developments  affecting  U.S.  trade  and 
commercial  interests  abroad;  ♦ 

c.  Provide  statistical  information  on 
and  analyses  of  the  foreign  trade  of  the 
U.S.  and  of  foreign  countries; 

d.  Develop  and  coordinate  the  formu¬ 
lation  of  international  trade,  finance,  in¬ 
vestment  and  economic  policy  within 
DIBA  and  develop  and  implement  the 
Department’s  position  on  such  U.S.  in¬ 
ternational  policies. 

e.  Represent  the  Department  in  in¬ 
ternational  trade  and  other  negotiations 
and  coordinate  the  Department’s  inter¬ 
agency  policy  role  in  such  organizations 
as  the  Nationsd  Security  Council,  the 
Council  on  International  Economic 
Policy,  the  Office  of  the  Special  Trade 
Representative,  and  the  National  Advi¬ 
sory  Coimcil  on  International  Monetary 
and  Financial  Policies; 

f.  Obtain,  consolidate  and  analyze  in¬ 
formation  on  foreign  investment  in  the 
United  States; 

g.  Carry  out  DIBA’s  responsibilities 
for  the  conduct  of  a  study  on  foreign  di¬ 
rect  investment:  and 

h.  Assess  the  competitiveness  of  U.S. 
Industry  in  foreign  and  domestic 
markets. 

SECTION  5.  EFFECT  ON  OTHER  ORDERS 

This  order  (in  conjunction  with  DIBA 
Organization  and  Function  Order  47-2) 
supersedes  DIBA  Organization  and 
Function  Order  47-1  of  November  12, 
1973,  as  amended. 

Effective  date:  December  21,  1975. 

Donald  E.  Johnson, 
Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Domestic  and  International 
Business. 

(FR  Doc.76-3667  Filed  2-5-76;8:45  ami 


National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration . 

NATIONAL  MARINE  RSHERIES 
SERVICE 

Public  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  a  meeting 
with  State  fish  and  wildlife  directors 
from  coastal  and  Great  Lakes  States  on 
Tuesday  and  Wednesday,  March  2  and  3, 
1976.  The  meeting  will  commence  at 
8:30  am.  on  March  2  and  8:30  am.  on 
March  3,  in  the  Woodward  Room  of  the 
National  Wildlife  Federation  Building, 
1412  16th  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  topics  .to  be  addressed  at  the 
meeting  are  related  to  implementation 
of  possible  extended  U.S.  fineries  juris¬ 
diction  and  will  include  discussions  of 
Federal  grant-in-aid  for  fisheries  pro¬ 
grams  providing  financial  assistance  to 
States  and  other  non-Federal  interests. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
throughout  March  2  and  3.  Seating  space 
will  be  available  for  approximately  25 
persons  in  addition  to  those  participat¬ 
ing  in  the  meeting.  The  public  will  be 
admitted  to  the  extent  of  seating  avail¬ 
able  on  a  first  come,  first  served  basis. 
Questions  from  the  public  will  be  per¬ 
mitted  during  specific  periods  announced 
by  the  Chairman. 

Additional  information  concerning 
this  meeting  may  be  obtained  by  con¬ 
tacting  Mr.  Robert  W.  Schoning,  Di¬ 
rector,  National  Marine  Fisheries  Serv¬ 
ice,  Washington,  D.C.  20235.  The  tele- 
I^one  number  is  202-634-7283. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  3, 1976. 

Dated:  February  3, 1976. 

Jack  W.  Gehringer, 
Deputy  Director. 

National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

(PR  Doc.76-3625  FUed  2-5-76:8:46  am] 


ENDANGEREP  SPECIES  ACT 
Public  Hearing  on  Sea  Turtles 

The  informal  public  hearing  on  sea 
turtles  (announced  August  20,  1975,  at 
40  F.R.  36401,  and  rescheduled  Novem¬ 
ber  14,  1975,  at  40  F.R.  53051)  wiU  com¬ 
mence  at  10:00  a.m.  on  February  25, 
1976,  in  the  Penthouse  Conference 
Room,  Page  Building  No.  1,  2001  Wis¬ 
consin  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20235. 

This  hearing  is  to  obtain  comments 
on:  (1)  the  proposed  listing  of  the  green 
sea  turtle  (Chelonia  mydas).  the  logger- 
head  sea  turtle  (Caretta  caretta).  and 
the  Pacific  ridley  sea  turtle  iLepido- 
chelys  dlivacea)  as  “threatened”  species 
under  the  Endangered  Species  Act  of 
1973,  16  use  1531  et  seq.;  (2)  the  pro¬ 
posed  regulations  to  protect  these  listed 
species:  and  (3)  the  draft  environmen¬ 
tal  impact  statement  on  the  proposed 
listing  and  protective  action. 


The  record  will  remain  opoi  until 
March*  22,  1976,  for  the  submission  of 
written  comments  on  the  proposed  list¬ 
ing  and  protective  regulations  and  the 
draft  environmental  impact  statement. 
This  extends  the  public  comment  period 
previously  announced  to  close  on  March 
8,  1976  (40  FJL  53051).  Written  com¬ 
ments  may  be  submitted  to  the  Direc¬ 
tor,  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 
3300  Whitehaven  Street,  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 20235. 

Dated:  February  3, 1976. 

Jack  W.  Gehringer, 

Deputy  Director, 

National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

[FR  Doc.76-3e21  FUed  2-5-76:8:45  am] 


MARINE  MAMMALS 
Notice  of  Modification  of  Permit 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  Sections  216.33  (d) 
and  (e)  of  the  Regulations  Governing 
the  Taking  and  Importing  of  Marine 
Mammals  (39  F.R.  1851,  January  15, 
1974),  the  Scientific  Research  Permit 
issued  to  the  Communication  Sciences 
Laboratory,  University  of  Florida, 
Gainesville,  Florida  32601,  on  July  9, 
1974,  is  modified  in  the  following 
manner: 

The  period  of  validity  of  the  Permit  Is  ex¬ 
tended  from  February  1,  1976,  to  February  1, 
1978.  Progress  reports  are  due  by  March  1, 
of  each  year.  A  final  report  Is  due  within  90 
days  of  completion  of  the  research,  rather 
than  by  March  1, 1976. 

This  modification  is  effective  on  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Registxr. 

The  Permit  as  modified  is  available 
for  review  in  the  Office  of  the  Director, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service,  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
D.C.  20235,  and  in  the  Office  of  the 
Regional  Director,  National  Marine  Fish¬ 
eries  Service,  Southeast  Region,  Duval 
Building,  9450  Gandy  Boulevard.  St. 
Petersburg,  Florida  33902. 

Dated:  January  19, 1976. 

Robert  W.  Schoning, 

Director. 

National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

IFR  Doc,76-3623  Filed  2-5-76:8:46  am) 


NORTHWEST  FISHERIES  CENTER 
Issuance  of  Endangered  Species  Permit 

On  October  24,  1975,  notice  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (40  F.R. 
49812-49813)  that  an  application  had 
been  filed  with  the  National  Marine  Fish¬ 
eries  Service  by  the  Northwest  Fisheries 
Center,  National  Marine  Fisheries  Serv¬ 
ice,  Seattle,  Washington  98112,  for  a 
Scientific  Purposes  Permit  to  take  and 
import  specimen  materials  from  dead 
specimens  of  eight  endangered  species 
of  cetaceans  (blue  whale,  (Balaenoptera 
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musculus),  bowhead  whale  (Balaena 
mysticetus) ,  fin  whale  iBalaenoptera 
physalus) ,  gray  whale  (Eschrichtius 
robustus) ,  humpback  whale  iMegaptera 
novaeangliae) ,  right  whale  iEubalaena 
australis) ,  sel  whale  iBalaenoptera  bore¬ 
alis),  and  sperm  whale  iPhyseter  cato- 
don) )  which  became  available  to  official 
U.S.  observers  acting  as  agents  of  the 
Center,  in  the  course  of  their  duties  in 
observing  the  commercial  whaling  activi¬ 
ties  of  other  nations. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  on  Janu¬ 
ary  23,  1976,  the  National  Marine  Fish¬ 
eries  Service  issued  a  Scientific  Piirposes 
Permit  as  authorized  by  the  provisions 
of  the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973 
(16  U.S.C.  1531-1543),  for  the  above- 
described  activities  to  the  Northwest 
Fisheries  Center,  National  Marine  Fish¬ 
eries  Service,  subject  to  certain  condi¬ 
tions  set  forth  therein.  The  permit  also 
authorizes  the  exportation  of  the  speci¬ 
men  materials  to  scientists  and  scientific 
Institutions  for  further  analysis  and/or 
disposition.  The  permit  authorizes  these 
activities  until  December  31,  1980. 

The  specimen  materials  will  be  taken 
from  cetaceans  which  are:  (1)  directly 
taken  in  fisheries  for  such  animals,  in 
countries  and  situations  where  such  tak¬ 
ing  is  legal;  (2)  killed  incidental  to  fish¬ 
ing  or  other  operations;  or  (3)  dead  of 
natural  causes.  In  no  case  will  agents  of 
the  Center  kill,  or  cause  to  be  killed,  any 
endangered  species  in  connection  with 
collecting  the  requested  specimen  ma¬ 
terials. 

Issuance  of  this  permit,  as  required  by 
the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973,  is 
based  on  a  finding  that  such  permit:  (1) 
was  applied  for  in  good  faith;  (2)  will  not 
operate  to  the  disadvantage  of  the  en¬ 
dangered  species  which  are  the  subject  of 
the  permit;  and  (3)  will  be  consistent 
with  the  purposes  and  polici«  set  forth 
in  Section  2  of  the  Endangered  Species 
Act  of  1973.  This  permit  was  also  issued 
in  accordance  with  and  is  subject  to 
Parts  220  and  222  of  Title  50  CFR,  the 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service  regu¬ 
lations  governing  endangered  species 
permits  (39  F.R.  41367,  November  27, 
1974).  A  similar  permit  (40  F.R.  51489, 
November  5,  1975)  to  take  and  import 
specimen  materials  from  dead  cetaceans 
has  been  issued  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Marine  Mammal  Protection  Act  of 
1972  (16  U.S.C.  1361-1407). 

The  Scientific  Purposes  Permit  is 
available  for  review  by  interested  per¬ 
sons  in  the  Division  of  Marine  Mam¬ 
mals  and  Endangered  Species,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service,  3300  White¬ 
haven  Street  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20235,  and  in  the  Office  of  the  Regional 
Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  Northwest  Region,  1700  West- 
lake  Avenue  North,  Seattle,  Washington 
98109. 

Jack  W.  GEHRmcKR, 
Deputy  Director, 

National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

January  23,  1976. 

[FR  Doc.7«-862a  FQed  a-6-76;8:46  am] 


OWce  of  Energy  Programs 

NATIONAL  INDUSTRIAL  ENERGY 
COUNCIL 

Public  Meeting 

A  meeting  of  the  Sub-Council  on  Busi¬ 
ness  Awareness  of  the  National  Industrial 
Energy  Council  will  be  held  on  Wednes¬ 
day,  March  10,  1976,  from  9:45  ajn.  to 
12 :00  Noon,  in  Conference  Room  A,  Main 
Commerce  Building,  14th  &  Constitution 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

The  Sub-Council  will  meet  to  consider 
the  development,  the  organization,  and 
objectives  of  the  newly  formed  Sub- 
Coimcil  and  to  prepare  a  report  to  be 
submitted  at  the  next  full  Coimcil  meet¬ 
ing. 

The  public  will  be  permitted  to  attend 
and  a  limited  number  of  seats  will  be 
available  for  that  purpose.  To  the  ex¬ 
tent  that  time  permits,  members  of  the 
public  may  present  oral  stat^ents  to 
the  Sub-Council.  Interested  persons  are 
also  invited  to  file  written  statements 
with  the  Sub-Coimcil  before  or  after  the 
meeting. 

Persons  who  wish  to  attend  the  meet¬ 
ing  should  contact  Kay  Courtney  at  the 
Office  of  Energy  Programs,  Room  2011, 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  14th  & 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20203— telephone:  202-967-3535. 

James  V.  Shirclipf, 
Executive  Director.  National 
Industrial  Energy  Council. 

IFR  Doc.76-3522  PUed  2-6-78; 8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  INDUSTRIAL  ENERGY 
COUNCIL 

Public  Meeting 

The  first  quarterly  meeting  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Industrial  Energy  Council  will  be 
held  on  Wednesday,  March  10, 1976,  from 
1:30  PM  to  3:30  PM  in  Room  4830,  Main 
Commerce  Building,  14th  &  Constitution 
Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  Council  will  report  and  advise  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  on  programs  and 
problems  within  the  industrial  and  com¬ 
mercial  sectors  relating  to  energy  con¬ 
servation;  provide  a  fonun  for  the  ex¬ 
change  of  views  on  conservation  between 
government  and  the  industrial/ commer¬ 
cial  sectors;  advise  on  policies,  plans,  and 
actions  of  government  agencies  involving 
energy  use  and  conservation.  The  Coim- 
cU  may  identify  and  evaluate  cuirent 
and  potential  energy  conservation  plans 
within  industry. 

Agenda  items  are  as  follows: 

1.  Opening  remarks  by  the  Secretary  of 
Commerce. 

2.  Introduction  of  new  members. 

3.  Reorganization  and  rechartering  of  NISO 
reviewed. 

4.  Reports  by  Sub-Cormcils. 

5.  Closing  remarks  by  Secretary  of  Com¬ 
merce. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  public  ob¬ 
servation.  To  the  extent  that  time  per¬ 
mits,  members  of  the  public  may  present 
oral  statements  to  the  Coimcil.  Inter¬ 
ested  persons  are  also  invited  to  file  writ¬ 


ten  statements  with  the  Council  before 
or  after  the  meeting.  Approximately  20 
seats  will  be  available  to  the  public  (in¬ 
cluding  5  seats  reserved  for  media  reprc 
sentatives)  on  a  first-come  first-served 
basis. 

Copies  of  minutes  will  be  available  on 
request  30  days  after  the  meeting. 

PersMis  who  wish  to  attend  the  meet¬ 
ing  should  contact  Kay  Courtney,  Office 
of  Energy  Programs,  Room  2011,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  14th  &  Con¬ 
stitution  Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20230,  telephone:  202-967-3535. 

James  V.  Shirclifp, 
Executive  Director,  National 
Industrial  Energy  Council. 

[PR  Doc.76-3621  PUed  2-6-76:8:45  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

BOARD  OF  VISITORS  FOR  NATIONAL 
ACADEMY  FOR  FIRE  PREVENTION  AND 
CONTROL 

Notice  of  Establishment 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act,  5 
U.S.C.  App.  I  and  as  authorized  by  Sec- 
Aton  7(j)  Federal  Fire  Prevention  and 
Control  Act  of  1974,  15  UB.C.  2206,  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  has  established 
the  Board  of  Visitors  for  the  National 
Academy  for  Fire  Prevention  and  Con¬ 
trol. 

The  function  of  the  Board  of  Visitors 
shall  be  to  review  annually  the  program 
of  the  Academy  and  to  make  comments 
and  recommendations  to  the  Secretary 
regarding  the  operation  of  the  Academy 
and  any  improvements  therein  which 
the  Board  deems  appropriate. 

The  Board  shall  be  comprised  of  eight 
(8)  members  Including  a  chairman.  The 
Administrator  of  the  National  Fire  Pre¬ 
vention  and  Control  Administration  shall 
recommend  to  the  Secretary  the  indi¬ 
viduals  to  be  appointed  to  the  Board, 
including  the  member  to  be  designated 
as  Chairman.  The  members  of  the  Board, 
including  the  Chairman,  shall  be  recom¬ 
mended  and  selected  from  among  pro¬ 
fessionals  in  the  field  of  fire  safety,  fire 
prevention,  fire  control,  research  and  de¬ 
velopment  in  fire  protection,  treatment 
and  rehabilitation  of  fire  victims,  or 
local  government  services  management. 
They  will  be  recommended  and  selected 
from  among  such  individuals  and  pro¬ 
fessional  organizations  as  well  insure  a 
balanced  representation  of  Interests. 

The  Board  will  function  as  an  advisory 
body  and  in  compliance  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act.  Its  charter  will  be  filed  under  the 
Act,  15  days  from  the  publication  of  this 
Notice. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  ctnnmaits  regarding  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  the  Board  of  Visitors  for  the 
National  Academy  for  Fire  Prevention 
and  Control.  Such  comments,  as  well  as 
any  inquiries,  may  be  adressed  to  the 
Administrator,  National  Fire  Prevention 
and  Control  Administration,  U.S.  De- 
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parimeut  of  Commerce.  P.O.  Box  19518, 
Washington,  D.C.  20036. 

Dated;  January  30, 1976. 

Joseph  E.  Kaspxttts, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Administration. 
[FB  Doe.76-3619  FUed  3-^76:8:45  ami 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Office  of  Education 

APPLICATIONS  FOR  SCHOOL 
CONSTRUCTION  ASSISTANCE 
Cutoff  Date  for  Receipt  of  Applications 
Pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in 
Section  3  of  Public  Law  81-815  (school 
construction  in  areas  affected  by  Federal 
activities;  72  Stat.  548.  20  U.S.C.  633) 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S.  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Education  has  established  a 
cutoff  date  for  the  receipt  of  Fiscal  Year 
1976  applications  for  assistance  imder 
Sections  5,  8,  9.  and  14  of  Public  Law  81- 
815.  Such  applications  must  be  received 
by  the  Commissioner  of  Education  from 
the  State  educational  agencies  on  or 
before  April  30, 1976. 

A.  Applications  sent  by  mail. 

An  application  sent  by  mail  should  be 
addressed  to  the  Commissioner  of  Edu¬ 
cation,  UB.  Office  of  Education.  400 
Maryland  Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20202.  An  application  sent  by  mail 
will  be  considered  to  be  received  on  time 
if: 

(1)  The  application  was  sent  by 
registered  or  certified  mail  not  later  than 
April  26.  as  evidenced  by  the  n.S.  Postal 
Service  postmark  on  ttie  wrapper  or  en¬ 
velope,  or  on  the  original  receipt  from 
the  U.S.  Postal  Service;  or 

(2)  The  application  is  received  on  or 
before  the  cutoff  date  by  either  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  or  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education 
mail  nxxn.  In  establishing  the  date  of 
receipt,  the  Commissioner  wlU  rely  on  the 
time-date  stamp  of  such  mail  rooms  or 
other  documentary  evidence  of  receipt 
maintained  by  the  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  or  the  U.S.  Of¬ 
fice  of  Education. 

B.  Hand  delivered  applications. 

An  application  to  be  hand  delivered 
must  be  taken  to  the  Office  of  Education, 
400  Maryland  Avenue,  S.W.,  Romn  2107A, 
Washington,  D.C.  20202.  Hand  delivered 
apiffications  will  be  accepted  daily  be¬ 
tween  the  hours  of  8:30  am.  and  4:00 
p.m.  Applications  will  not  be  accepted 
after  4:00  pm.  on  the  cutoff  date. 

C.  Program  information  and  forms. 
Information  and  application  forms 

may  be  obtained  from  the  appropriate 
State  educational  agency  which  serves 
the  applicant  local  educational  agency. 

D.  Applicable  regulations. 

The  regulations  applicable  to  this  pro¬ 
gram  include  the  Office  of  Education 
General  Provisions  RegxUaticms  (45  JFR 
Parts  100  and  100a)  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  November  6. 1973  at 
38  FR  30654  and  Part  114  of  45  CFR  pub¬ 
lished  In  the  Federal  Register  on  April  8, 
1975  at  40  FR  16019.  (20  U.S.C.  633) 


(Catalog  of  Federal  Domeatle  Aaalstanca  No. 
18.477,  School  Aasistanoe  In  FederaHy  Affected 
Areas — Constmetlon.) 

Dated;  February  2, 1976. 

T.  H.  Bell, 

V.S.  Commissioner  of  Education. 
I>oc.7e-352e  FUed  3-5-76;8;45  am] 


Food  and  Drug  Administration 
ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 
Notice  of  Meeting 

This  notice  annoimces  the  f  orthc<Hmng 
meeting  of  a  public  advisory  committee 


General  function  of  the  committee. 
Reviews  and  evaluates  available  data 
concerning  the  safety  and  effectiveness 
of  marketed  and  investigational  pre¬ 
scription  drugs  for  use  in  neurologic 
diseases. 

Agenda — Open  public  hearing.  During 
this  portion  any  interested  person  may 
present  data,  information,  or  views, 
orally  or  in  writing,  on  issues  pending 
before  the  committee. 

Open  committee  discussion.  Discussion 
of  the  ad  hoc  panel  report  on  Reye’s 
Syndrome;  report  on  NIH  subcommittee 
on  anticonvul^nts;  matrazol  as  a  diag¬ 
nostic  agent;  and  acceptance  of  data 
from  foreign  drug  trials. 

Closed  committee  deliberations.  Dis¬ 
cussion  of  the  ad  hoc  panel  report  on 
Reye’s  Syndrome.  This  portion  of  the 
meeting  will  be  closed  to  protect  the  free 
exchange  of  Internal  views  and  formula¬ 
tion  of  recomendations  (5  U.S.C.  552(b) 
(5)). 

Each  public  advisory  committee  meet¬ 
ing  list^  above  may  have  as  many  as 
four  separable  portions:  (1)  An  (gien 
public  hearing,  (2)  an  t^n  committee 
discussion,  (3)  a  closed  presentation  of 
data,  and  (4)  a  closed  committee  delib¬ 
eration.  Every  advisory  committee  meet¬ 
ing  Shan  have  an  open  public  hearing. 
Whether  or  not  it  also  includes  any  of 
the  other  three  portions  will  depend  upon 
the  specific  meeting  involved.  The  dates 
and  times  reserved  for  the  separate  por¬ 
tions  of  each  committee  meeting  are 
listed  above. 

The  open  public  hearing  portion  of 
each  meeting  shall  be  at  least  1  hour 
long  unless  public  participatimi  does  not 
last  that  k^.  It  is  emphaslaed,  how¬ 
ever,  that  the  1  hour  time  limit  for  an 
open  public  hearing  r^resents  a  mini¬ 
mum  rather  than  a  mi^Ttmiifn  time  for 
public  part^pation,  and  an  open  public 
hearing  may  last  for  whatever  longer  pe¬ 
riod  the  committee  chairman  determines 
will  facilitate  the  committee’s  work. 

Meetings  of  advisory  committees  shall 
be  conducted.  Insofar  as  is  practical,  in 
accordance  with  the  agenda  published 
in  this  Federal  Register  notice.  Changes 
in  the  agenda  will  be  announced  at  the 


of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
It  also  sets  out  a  summary  oi  the  pro¬ 
cedures  governing  the  committee  meet¬ 
ing  and  the  methods  by  which  Interested 
persons  may  participate  In  the  open 
p«d)Uc  hearing  conducted  by  the  commit¬ 
tee.  The  notice  is  Issued  under  section 
10(a)(1)  and  (2)  of  the  Federal  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463, 
86  Stat.  770-776  <5  UJ3.C.  App.  I) .  ’The 
following  advisory  committee  meeting  is 
announced; 


beginning  of  the  open  portion  of  a 
meeting. 

Any  interested  pers<m  who  wishes  to 
be  affiured  of  the  right  to  make  an  oral 
presentation  at  the  open  public  hearing 
portion  of  a  meeting  shall  inform  the 
contact  person  listed  above,  either  orally 
or  in  writing,  prior  to  the  meeting.  Any 
person  attending  the  hearing  who  does 
not  in  advance  of  the  meeting  request 
an  opportunity  to  speak  will  be  allowed 
to  make  an  oral  presentation  at  the 
hearing’s  conclusion,  if  time  permits,  at 
the  chairman’s  discretion. 

Persons  interested  in  specific  agenda 
items  to  be  discussed  in  open  session  may 
ascertain  from  the  contact  person  the  ap¬ 
proximate  time  of  discussion. 

The  CoEunissloner,  with  the  concur¬ 
rence  of  the  Chief  Counsel,  has  deter¬ 
mined  for  the  reasons  stated  that  those 
portions  of  the  advisory  committee  meet¬ 
ings  so  designated  in  this  notice  shall  be 
closed.  Both  the  Federal  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  Act  and  5  UB.C.  552(b)  permit 
such  closed  advisory  committee  meetings 
in  certain  circumstances.  Those  portions 
of  a  meeting  designated  as  closed  shall, 
however,  be  closed  for  the  shortest  time 
possible  consistent  with  the  intent  of  the 
cited  statutes. 

Generally.  FDA  advisory  committees 
will  be  closed  because  the  subject  matter 
is  exempt  from  public  disclosure  imder 
5  U.S.C.  552(b)  (4),  (5),  (6),  or  (7), 
although  on  occasion  the  other  exemp- 
ticms  listed  in  5  UJB.C.  552(b)  may  alk) 
apply.  Thus,  a  portion  of  a  meeting  may 
be  closed  where  the  matter  involves  a 
trade  secret;  commercial  or  financial  in¬ 
formation  that  Is  privileged  or  confiden¬ 
tial;  persoimel,  medical,  and  similar  file;, 
disclosure  of  which  could  be  an  unwar 
ranted  invasion  of  personal  privacy;  and 
investigatory  files  compiled  tor  law  en¬ 
forcement  purposes.  A  portion  of  a  meet¬ 
ing  may  be  closed  if  the  Commissioner 
determines:  (1)  That  it  Involves  inter¬ 
agency  or  intra-agency  memoranda  or 
discussion  and  deliberations  of  matters 
that,  if  in  writing  would  constitute  such 
memoranda,  and  which  would,  therefore, 
be  exempt  from  public  disclosure;  and 


Committee  name  Date,  time,  and  place  of  meoOnf  and  eontaet  penon 


Neurologic  Drugs  .Advisory  Feb.  26,  9:30  a.m„  Confer-  Open  pubUe  bearing  9J0  to  lO-JOajn.;  open  committee 
Committee.  ence  Room  F,  Parklawn  discussion  10X0  a.aa.  to  3X0  pan.;  eloaed  eominlttee 

Bldg.,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  deliberations  3X0  to  4X0  p.m.:  Stephen  C.  GroR 
RocKTiUe,  lid.  (HFD-iao),  5600  Fistiers  La^  RockTiUe,  Md.  30862, 

301-44S-3800.  » 
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(2)  that  it  Is  essential  to  close  such 
portion  of  a  meeting  to  protect  the  free 
exchange  of  internal  views  and  to  avoid 
imdue  interference  with  agency  or  com¬ 
mittee  operations. 

E^xamples  of  nlatters  to  be  considered 
at  closed  portions  are  those  related  to 
the  review,  discussion,  evaluation  or 
ranking  of  grant  applications;  the  re¬ 
view,  discussion  and  evaluation  of  specific 
drugs  or  devices;  the  deliberation  and 
voting  relative  to  the  formation  of 
specific  regulatory  recommendations 
(general  discussion,  however,  will  gen¬ 
erally  be  done  during  the  open  commit¬ 
tee  discussion  portion  of  the  meeting) ; 
review  of  trade  secrets  or  confidential 
data;  consideration  of  matters  involving 
FDA  investigatory  files;  and  review  of 
medical  records  of  individuals. 

Examples  of  matters  that  ordinarily 
will  be  con^dered  at  open  meetings  are 
those  related  to  the  review,  discussion, 
and  evaluation  of  general  preclinical  and 
clinical  test  protocols  and  procedures,  for 
a  class  of  drugs  or  devices,  consideration 
of  labeling  reouirements  for  a  class  of 
marketed  drugs  and  devices,  review  of 
data  and  information  on  specific  investi¬ 
gational  or  marketed  drugs  and  devices 
that  have  previously  been  made  public, 
and  presentation  of  any  other  data  or 
information  that  is  not  exempt  from 
public  disclosure. 

Dated;  January  30, 1976. 

A.  M.  SCHBODT, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[FR  DOC.7&-3562  Filed  2-&-76;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Materials  Transportation  Bureau 

OrnCE  OF  HAZARDOUS  MATERIALS 
OPERATIONS 

Applications  for  Exemptions  or  Renewals 
In  accordance  with  the  procedures 
governing  the  applications  for,  and  the 
processing  of,  exemptions  from  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation's  Hazardous 
Materials  Regulations  (49  CTR  Part  107, 
Subpart  B) ,  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  Office  of  Hazardous  Materials  Op¬ 
erations  has  received  applications  for  ex¬ 
emptions  and  renewals  of  exemptions 
that  are  described  below.  The  modes  of 
transportation  requested  are  identified 
by  a  number  in  the  “Nature  of  Applica¬ 
tion”  portion  of  the  table  below  as  fol¬ 
lows:  1 — ^Motor  vehicle.  2 — ^Rail  freifidit, 
3 — Cargo  vessel,  4 — Cargo-only  aircraft, 
5 — ^Passenger-carrying  aircraft. 

Complete  copies  of  the  applications 
are  available  for  inspection  and  copying 


at  the  Public  Docket  Boom,  Office  of 
Hazardous  Materials  Operaticms,  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation,  Room  6213, 
Trans-Point  Building,  2100  Second 
Street.  S.W..  Washington,  D.C. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  views  or  comments  with  respect  to 
any  one  or  more  of  the  applications. 
Comments  should  refer  to  the  applica¬ 
tion  number  and  be  submitted  in  tripli¬ 
cate  to  the  Docket  Section,  Office  of 
Hazardous  Materials  Operations,  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20590.  All  comments  received 
before  the  close  of  business  on  the  speci¬ 


fied  comment  (dosing  date  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  and  will  be  available  in  the  docket 
for  Inspection  and  <x)pying,  both  before 
and  after  the  (dosing  date. 

This  notice  of  receipt  of  applications 
for  exemptions  and  renewals  of  exemp¬ 
tions  is  published  in  accordance  with  sec¬ 
tion  107(a)  of  the  Hazardous  Materials 
Tranportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1806(a)) 
and  the  Materials  Transportotion  Bu¬ 
reau’s  regulations  on  this  subject  (49 
CPR  107.109(a)),  and  does  not  repre¬ 
sent  any  agency  decision  or  other  exer¬ 
cise  of  judgment  concerning  the  merits 
of  the  petitions. 


Ifew  exemptions 


Applica¬ 
tion  No. 


Applicant 


Regulation  (s)  affected 


Nature  of  application 


76-1  Matson  Nav^atlon  Co.,  San  49  CFR  173.119 . To  allow  the  use  of  non-DOT  specification 

Francisco,  (Jalif.  stainless  steel  portable  tanks,  shnilar  to  those 

now  authorized  under  DOT  8P  4007,  for 
transportation  of  fiammable  liquids.  (Modes 
1,  and  3.) 

76-2  E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  *  Co.  46CFR  146.21-100(g)..  To  amend  U.S.  Coast  Guard  SP  28-74  to  In- 
Wilmington,  Del.  elude  additional  fiammable  and  corrosive 

liquids  in  open-head  55-gal  17E  drums. 
(Mode  3.) 

76-3  Union  Carbide  Corp.,  Bound  49  CFR  173.245(a) . To  allow  the  use  of  DOT-37A  6-gal  removable- 

Brook,  N.J.  head  steel  drums  for  certain  corrosive  liquids. 

(Mode  1.) 

76-4  Virginia  Chemicals  Inc.,  Ports-  49  CFR  173.148 . To  allow  the  use  of  DOT  specification  17E  and 

mouth,  Va.  17C  drums  and  certain  DOT  cargo  tanks  for 

shipments  of  76-pct  mouoethylamine  In 

76-5  The  Dexter  Corp.,  Hysol  Dlvi-  49  CFR  173.245 . To  allow  the  use  of  tinplate  gallon  and  quart 

slon,  Olean,  N.Y.  containers  overpacked  In  a  DOT  12B  fiber- 

board  box.  for  certain  alkaline  corrosive 
liquids.  (Mode  1.) 

76-6  Sis-Q  Flying  Service,  Santa  14  CFR  103.9,  To  allow  the  transportation  of  certain  class  B 

Rosa,  Calif.  103.11,  and  103.31.  explosives,  which  are  not  presently  acceptable 

for  cargo-only  aircraft.  (Mode  4.) 

76-7  FMC  Corp.,  Philadelphia,  Pa..  49  CFR  173.402  and  To  allow  the  use  of  the  Environmental  Protec- 

178.414.  tion  Agency  posion  label  as  a  substitute  for 

the  DOT  poison  label  on  packages  of  class  B 
poisons  re^stered  with  the  EPA.  (Modes 
1  and  2.) 

76-8  Stauffer  Chemical  Co.,  West-  49  CFR  173.119,  To  allow  the  use  of  foreign-made  non-DOT 

port.  Conn.  173.135,  and  178.116-  specification  metal  drums  comparable  to 

10.  DOT  17E,  without  markings,  lor  fiammable 

liquids.  (Modes  1  and  2.) 

76-9  King  Kratz  Corp.,  Division  of  49  CFR  173.217 . To  extend  the  partial  exemption  provisions  of 

Airwick,  St.  Peters,  Mo.  Sec.  173.217(b)  to  allow  shipment  of  trlchloro- 

exocyanuric  acid  (tablet  form)  In  4  4-lb  poly- 
-  ethylene  containers,  sealed  In  a  polyethylene 

*  bag,  further  overpacked  In  a  plastic  cont^ner. 

(M(^es  1,  2,  and  3.) 

76-10  Continental  Airlines,  Los  An-  14  CFR  103.19 . To  allow  the  carriage  of  airline  batteries  in 

geles,  Cedit.  excess  of  50  lbs  net  weight,  in  an  inaccessable 

cargo  pit  or  bln.  (Modes  4  and  5) 

76-11  Dow  Chemical,  U.8.A.,  Mid-  49  CFR  178.304 . To  allow  the  use  of  the  si>ecificatlon  DOT 

land,  Idlch.  3E-1800  cylinder  for  shipments  of  sulfinyi 

fluoride.  (Modes  1, 2, 3,  and  4.) 

76-12 . do . 49  CFR  178.154 . To  allow  shipments  of  sodium  persulfate, 

packed  in  non-DOT  specification  p<4yethyl- 
ene  bags  and  oontainerlzed  for  house-to-house 
shipments.  (Modes  1  and  2.) 

76-18 . do . 49  CFR  pt.  178  and  To  allow  the  use  of  a  non-DOT  specification 

46  CFR  lM.21-100,  framed,  portable  tank  for  shipments  of  cer- 
146.28-100,  and  tain  flammable,  corrosive,  and  poisonous 

146.25-200.  liquids.  (Modes  1, 2,  and  3.) 

76-14  Advanced  Chemical  Technol-  49  CFR  pt.  178 . To  allow  use  of  the  DOT  specification  34  poly- 

ogy.  City  of  Industry,  CallL  ethylene  container  for  shipment  of  certain 

^mmable  liquids.  (Modes  1, 2,  and  3.) 

76-15  American  Cyanamid  Co.,  49  CFR  178.245 . To  allow  the  use  of  the  U.S.  Rubber  Sealdtank 

Wayne,  N.J.  for  shipments  of  a  corrosive  liquid.  (Mode  1.) 

76-16  Plant  Products  Ctwp.,  Blue  49  CRF  173.877 . To  qualify  packages  of  certain  organic  phos- 

Point,  Long  Island,  N.Y.  phate  compounds,  dry,  containing  less  than 

25-pct  active  ingr^ents,  under  the  type  of 
exemption  provided  in  sec.  178A59(c)  for 
liquids.  (Mcme  1.) 

76-17  Uglne  Kuhlmann  of  America,  40  CFR  173304 . To  allow  the  transportation  of  monobromotri- 

mo..  Englewood  CUffs,  NJ.,  fluoromethane  in  non-DOT  specification 

on  nehw  of  Faavet-Oli^  steel  portable  tanks.  (Modes  1, 2,  and  8.) 

Paris,  France. 


Non.— The  okMlng  date  tor  filing  oomments  on  the  above  applications  is:  Mar.  6, 1976. 


FEDEtAL  lEGISTEB,  VOL  41.  Na  26— RIDAY,  FatUAlY  6,  1976 


NOTICES 


541 


Appttea-  Applicant 

dra  No. 


Rcnewult 


R«4nilatloii(8) 

sfleetod 


Natm« 


76-18  Container  Coro,  of  America,  49  CFR  pt.  173. 


»rp.  < 
,  Del. 


Wilmington 


76-19  Bennett  Indnstrie?,  Pa(«ima . do. 

CaUf. 


76  20  I>ow  Chemical,  U.P.A.,  Mid- . do. 

land,  Mich. 


76-21  Law  OfSce  of  L.  W.  Bierlein,  14  CFR  103.13. 

Washington,  D.C.,  on  behalf  103.15,  and  103.19. 
of  Avon  PnMnets,  Ine. 

76-22  Dow  Chemical,  U.S.A.,  Md-  49  CFR  173.139  and 
land,  Mich.  46  CF  R  146.21-100. 

76-23  . do . 49  CFR  173.262 . 


76-24  . do . - . 49  CFR  173.253 _ 


76-25  . do. 

76  36  . do. 


49  CFR  173.353. 
. do . . 


76-27  Hedwln  Corp.,  Baltimore,  Md..  49  CFR  pt.  173. 


76-28  Great  Lakea  Chemical  Corp.,  49  CFR  173.357. 
El  Dorado,  Ark. 

76-29  United  Airlines,  Ban  Francisco,  14  CFR  103.19. . 
CaMf. 


76-30  Greer  HydraoBes,  Inc.,  Los  49  CFR  173.306 . 

Angeles,  Cahf. 

76-31  OPS  Indnstries,  Industry,  49  CFR  173.263  and 
Cahf.  173.277. 


7632  Fisher  Scientific  Co.,  Fair  49  CFR  173.25. 
Lawn,  N.I. 


76-33  Mihtary  Traffie  Management  49  CFR  173.89 _ 

Command,  Department  of 
the  Army,  Wasmngton,  D.C. 

76  34  Roper  Plasties,  Inc.,  Norwalk,  49  CFR  173.1M... 
Calif. 


76-35  Coulter  Diagnostics,  Inc.,  Hla-  49  OFR  173.24  and 
leah,  Fla.  14  CFR  108.15. 


76  36  Tcledyne  McCormick  Selph,  49  CFR  178.65. 
HoUister,  Cahf. 


76  37  PUlhps  Petroleum  Co.,  Bartlee-  46  CF  R  146.07-1 . 
TtUe,  Okla. 


76-38  Ameiietm  AntUOrmin  Co.,  Ine.,  49  CFR  173.277.. 
Brooklyn,  N.Y. 


76  39  Pittsburgh  Plate  Gla.<>8  Indus-  49  CFR  173.119  and 
trios,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  46  CFR  146.21-100. 


To  renew  special  permit  6700  allowing  the  use 
of  nen-DOT  speafloatioa  pelyethlMie  drams 
without  overpack  for  certain  eorroaive 
Uquids.  (Modes  1, 2,  and  3.) 

To  amend  special  pMmit  7062  by  increasing 
tbe  rated  capacity  of  tbe  nonremovable  bead 
polyethylene  container  to  6  gal.  (Modes 
1, 2,  and  3.) 

To  amend  special  permit  5062  by  Inserting 
tank  holdii^  time  procedures,  and  by  delet¬ 
ing  certain  tank  insulation  and  6Hng  require¬ 
ments.  (Mode  1.) 

To  renew  special  permit  6979  allowing  exempt 
shipments  by  air  of  certain  small  quantity 
consumer  products.  (Modes  4  and  5.1 
To  convert  special  permit  8897  to  an  exemption 
authorizing  the  shipment  of  ethylenimine  in 
certain  cyUnders.  (Modes  1,  and  2.) 

To  convert  special  permit  5401  to  an  exemption 
which  allows  shipment  of  hydrobromlc 
acid  in  polyethylene  lined  drums.  (Modes 
1  and  2.) 

To  convert  special  permit  6126  to  an  exemption 
allowing  shipments  of  chloroaoetyi  chloride 
in  55-gM  steel  drums  with  a  polyethylene 
liner.  (Modes  1  and  2.) 

To  convert  special  permit  6526  to  an  exemption 
allowing  shipments  of  methyl  bromide  In 
12(Hml  cylinders.  (Modes  1.  2.  and  3.) 

To  convert  special  permit  6621  to  an  exemption 
anthorlzing  shipments  of  methyl  bromide  in 
IK-lb  cans  in  DOT-12B  hherboard  boxes 
efosed  by  hot  melt  glue.  (Modee  1, 2,  and  8.) 
To  convert  special  permit  6888  to  an  exemption 
to  allow  use  of  a  non-DOT  specification  55-gal 
polyethylene  drum  for  corrosive  Uqnids. 
(Modes  1, 2,  and  8.) 

To  renew  special  permit  6174  which  allows  ship¬ 
ments  of  chloropicrin  mixtures  in  DOT  spec¬ 
ification  SB  metal  drums.  (Mode  1.) 

To  renew  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
exemption  2054B  which  allows  carriage  of 
aircraft  batteries  al>oard  civil  aircraft.  (Modes 
4  and  5.) 

.  To  renew  special  permit  4365  which  alfows 
shipment  of  aluminum  hydrauHe  accumula¬ 
tors.  (Modes  1, 2,  3,  and  4.) 

To  amend  special  permit  6614,  which  allows 
^ipments  of  hydrochloric  acid  or  hypo¬ 
chlorite  solutions  in  polyethylene  bottles 
overpacked  in  a  polyethylene  crate,  and  to 
amend  the  permit  to  provide  for  sliipments 
across  State  lines.  (Mode  1.) 

.  To  renew  special  permit  6092  which  allows 
shipments  of  nitric  or  per  chloric  acid  in  glass 
bottles.  Inside  DOT  specification  83A  poly¬ 
styrene  eases,  overpackrd  6  to  a  fiberhoard 
box.  (Modes  1  and  2.) 

.  To  renew  special  permit  6724  which  allows 
shipments  of  easuess  ammonitien,  class  C 
explosives  in  specially  designed  containers. 
(Modes  1  and  4.) 

.  To  convert  special  permit  5995  which  aBows 
organic  peroxides,  dry  or  paste,  in  single-trip, 
non-DOT  specification  polyethylene  contain¬ 
ers,  to  an  exemption.  (Modes  1, 2,  and  3.) 

To  revew  special  permit  <^7  whic  i  dJows 
shipments  of  certain  chendeal  reagents 
(corrosive  Uquids)  in  specially  designed  pack- 
ging.  (Modes  1. 4,  and  5.) 

.  To  renew  special  permit  6861  which  allows 
shipments  of  a  nquld  shiny  explosive  In 
DOT  8peelflea^tlen  2IP  fiver  drum  with  a 
steel  ^  head  and  having  a  DOT  Spedfie- 
Uon  2U  Uner.  (Mode  L) 

.  To  renew  U.8.  Coast  Guard  permit  4-75  which 
allowa  shipments  of  Sammable  compressed 
gases  and  flammable  Uquids  in  a  common 
container.  (Mode  8.) 

.  To  revew  special  permit  3587  allowing  ship¬ 
ments  of  sodium  bypochforite  solutions  in 
DOT  specification  37P  or  21P  drums  with 
polyethylene  Uners  not  over  5-gal  capacity. 
(Modes  1,  2,  and  3.) 

To  revew  special  permit  2973  which  allows 
DOT  specification  37M  container  with  DOT- 
28  or  2SL  polyethylene  Uner  or  converted 
MC-302  or  MC-303  cargo  tanks  for  shi|»ients 
of  Isopropyl  chloroformate.  (Modee  1  and  3.) 
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79-40  Anted  Chemical  Oorp.,  Morria-  40  CFR  pt.  173  and  To  renew  special  permit  6333  a  hich  authorizes 
town,  N.J.  178.343-1.  a  foreign  manuiactnred  glass  lined  MC-312 

cargo  tank  for  various  corrosive  liquids. 
(Mode  1.) 

78-41  Roper  Plastics,  Ino.,  Norwalk,  40  CFR  173.217 . To  convert  special  permit  6632,  which  allows 

Calif.  shipments  of  certain  oxidizing  materials, 

dry,  in  3>i-  and  6-gal  polyethylene  palls 
without  overpack,  to  an  exemption.  (Modes 
1  and  2.) 

76-42  Kaiser  Aluminum  &  Chemicals,  49  CFR  173.304 . Torenewspecialperniit6576whlchallowsu.se 

Erie,  Pa.  of  non-DOT  specitication  alui^num  cyl¬ 

inders  for  transportation  of  certain  com¬ 
pressed  gases.  (Modes  1,  2,  3,  4,  and  5.) 

76-43  Ashalnd  Chemical  Co.,  Colum-  49  CFR  179.3,  To  renew  special  permit  5951  authorizing  ship- 

bus,  Ohio,  and  Jones  Chem-  179.3(X)-18,  and  raents  of  liquefied  chlorine  and  sulfur  dioxide 

leal  Co.,  Caledonia,  N.Y.  179.300-19.  in  non-DUT  specification  (lortable  tanks. 

(Modes  1  and  2.) 

76-44  Union  Carbide  Corp.,  Bound  49  CFR  173.365,  To  renew  special  permit  6926  allowing  use  of 

Brook,  N.J.  178.2366  and  46  DOT  specification  44D  kraft  paper  >ug  with 

CFR  146.25-200.  metal  foil  liner  for  shipping  a  certain  class  B 

solid.  (Modes  1,  2,  and  3.) 

76-45  Monsanto  Co.,  St.  Louis,  Mo _ 49  CFR  173.304 .  To  renew'  si)ecial  permit  6976  which  allows  use 

of  a  non-DOT  specification  twrtable  tank  for 
transporting  a  pressurized  instant  foam 
solution.  (Motie  1.) 

76-46  Sea-Land  Service,  Inc.,  Eliza-  46  CFR  146.21-100,  To  amend  special  permit  6720  to  provide  for  the 

beth,  N.J.  146.26-100, 49  CFR  same  commodities  now  authorized  to  be 

173.119,  and  carried  in  MC'-307  tank  motor  vehicles  to  be 

173.249.  shipped  in  subject  portable  tanks.  (Modes 

1,  2,  and  3.) 

76-47  Sea- Land  Service,  Inc . To  amend  si)ecial  permit  .5854  to  provide  for  the 

same  commodities  now  authorized  to  l>e 
carried  in  MC-306  tank  motor  vehicles,  to  bo 
shipped  in  subject  portable  tanks.  (Modes 
1,  2,  and  3.) 

-76-48  Dow  Chemical,  U.S.A.,  Free-  49  CFR  173.304 . To  amend  special  permit  3103  by  inserting  tank 

port,  Tex.  holding  time  procedures,  and  by  deleting 

certain  tank  insulation  and  filling  require¬ 
ments.  (Mode  1.) 

76-49  . do . do . To  amend  special  pennit  4519  by  inserting  tank 

holding  time  procedures  and  by  deleting 
certain  tank  insulation  and  filling  require¬ 
ments.  (Mode  1.) 

76-50  Union  Carbide  Corp.,  Tarry- . do . To  amend  special  permit  5454  to  allow  DOT 

town,  N.Y.  specification  3T  cylinders  with  service  pres¬ 

sure  of  1,800  lb/ln»g  or  higher  for  sulfur  hexa¬ 
fluoride.  (Mode  1.) 

76-51  Allied  Chemical  Corp.,  Morris-  49  CFR  pt.  173,  subpt.  To  renew  special  permit  which  allows  the  use  of 
town,  N.J.  C.  DOT  ID  and  IK  glass  carboy  overpacked  in 

polystyrene  ship^ng  containers  for  certain 
corrosive  liquids.  (Modes  1  and  2.) 

76-52  Dow  Chemical,  U.S.A.,  Mid-  49  CFR  173.304 . To  renew  special  permit  2805  allowing  use  of  a 

land,  Mich.  specially  designra  cargo  tank  for  transporting 

ethylene  at  cryogenic  temperatures.  (Mode  1.) 

76-53  HTL  Advanced  Technology,  49  CFR  178.47-5 . To  renew  special  permit  5861  wliich  authorizes 

Monrovia,  Calif.  the  use  of  DOT  Specification  4DS  pressure 

vessels  with  stainless  steel  at  variance  with 
the  specification  for  shipments  of  bromotri- 
fluoromethane.  (Modes  1.  2,  3,  4,  and  5.) 

76-64  Pyronetics  Devices,  Inc.,  Santa  49  CFR  173.302, 178.65.  To  renew  special  permit  6970  which  allows  ship- 
Fe  Springs,  Calif.  ments  of  helium  in  specially  designed  DOT 

specification  39  cylinders.  (Mode  1.) 

76-55  Pyronectlcs  Devices,  Ino.,  San-  49  CFR  173.302  and  To  renew  special  pennit  6859  allowing  the  use  of 
ta  Fe  Springs,  (7allf.  173.34.  spherical  pressure  vessels  tor  shipments  of 

nitrogen.  (Mode  1.) 

76-66  PPG  Industries,  Pittsburgh,  49  CFR  173.217 . To  renew  special  permit  5849  which  allows  use 

Pa.  of  a  DOT  specification  21C  fiber  drum  with 

an  aluminium  lining,  for  shipments  of  cal¬ 
cium  hypochlorite  mixtures, '  dry.  (Modes 
1, 2,  and  3.) 

76-57  Allied  Chemical,  Morristown,  49  CFR  173.304 . To  renew  special  permit  5799  allowing  use  of 

N.J.  non-DOT  specification  cylinders  for  trans¬ 

portation  of  nonflammable  liquefied  com¬ 
pressed  gases.  (Modes  1  and  2.) 

70-58  Pacifi*  Engineering  and  Pro-  49  CFR  173.239a . To  renew  special  permit  4291  allowing  ship- 

ducUoQ  Co.  ot  Nevada,  Hen-  ments  of  ammonium  perchlorate  in  alum- 

derson,  Nev.  inum  portable  tanks.  (Modes  1  and  2.) 

76-50  Military  Trafflo  Management  49  CFR  173.286 . .  To  renew  special  permit  6731  which  allows  shin- 

Command,  Department  of  shipments  of  chemical  kits  containing  class  B 

the  Army,  Washington,  D.C.  poisons,  corrosive  liquids,  and  nonbazardous 

material  in  vials  and  ampoules,  overpacked 
in  a  strong  metal  container.  (Mckles  1  and  4.) 

76-60  Pennwalt  Corp.,  Philadelphia,  49  CFR  173.163 . To  renew  special  permit  4765  which  allows 

Pa.  shipments  of  sodium  chlorate  and  potassium 

chlorate  in  DOT  56  portable  tanks.  (Modes 
1  and  2.) 
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76-01  Valley  Chembnl  Co.,  Oreen-  49  CFR  173,358  and 
yille,  Miss,  and  CleTeland  173.359. 

Chemical  Co.,  Cleveland, 

Ohio. 

76-62  Stauffer  Chemical  Co.,  West-  49  CFR  173.119 . 

port.  Conn. 

76-63  Eaton  Corp.,  Southfield,  Mich..  49  CFR  173.302 . 


76-64  Alrco  Industrial  Oases,  Miuray 
Hill,  N.J. 


46  CFR  146.24-100 
and  49  CFR  173.315. 


76-65  E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  &  49  CFR  173.354. 
Company,  Inc.,  Wilmington, 

Del. 


76-66  Overseas  Enterprises,  Inc., 

New  York,  N.Y.,  on  behall 
of  Sea  Container,  Inc., 
tiondon,  England. 

76-67  Plastl-Drum  Corp.,  Lockport, 
Ill. 


76-68  Prudential  Lines,  Inc.,  New 
York,  N.Y. 


49  CFR  173.119  and 
46  CFR  146.21-100. 


49  CFR  pt.  173  and 
46  CFR  146.23-100. 

46CFR90.05^A’Ha').. 


76-69  Igloo  Corp.,  Houston,  Tex  .  49  CFR  pt.  173 


To  renew  special  permit  6948  wUd>  allows  ship 
ments  of  organic  phosphate  eompoonds  and 
mixtures  thereof  In  DOT-61  st^  pmtable 
tanks.  (Mode  1.) 

To  renew  special  permit  6959  which  allows  im¬ 
port  of  flammable  liquids,  rwt  otherwise 
specified,  in  foreign-made  drums  comparable 
to  the  DOT  17E  drum.  (Modes  1  and  2.) 

To  reinstate  special  permit  6170  allowing  ship¬ 
ments  of  gaseous  nitrogen  in  non-DOT 
specification  cylinders.  (Mode  1.) 

To  renew  special  permit  6765  authorizing  use  of 
an  insulated,  containerized  portable  tank  for 
shipments  of  liquid  helium  and  liquid 
hydrogen.  (Modes  1  and  3.) 

To  renew  special  permit  5883  allowing  ship¬ 
ments  of  certain  class  B  poisonous  residue  in 
non-DOT  specification  steel  tanks.  (Modes 
1  and  2.) 

To  renew  special  permit  6664  which  allows 
transportation  of  alcohol  in  non-DOT  specifl- 
cation  portable  tanks  meeting  IMCO  stand¬ 
ards  and  the  testing  requirements  of  DOT 
MC-307  cargo  tanks.  (Modes  1,  2,  and  3.) 

To  convert  special  permit  6800  to  an  exemption 
to  allow  use  of  non-DOT  specification  50- 
and  SS-gal  polyethylene  drums  for  corrosive 
solids  and  liquids.  (Modes  1, 2  and  3.) 

.  To  renew  U.8.  Coast  Guard  special  permit 
25-69  and  letter  o'  authorization  31-68  to 
allow  shipments  of  combustible  liquids  in 
portable  tanks  built  to  MC-803  specifications. 
(Mode  3.) 

To  convert  special  permit  7082  to  an  exemp¬ 
tion,  to  allow  shipments  of  corrosive  liquids 
in  t>on-DOT  specification  55-gal  polyethylene 
drums.  (Modes  1,  2  and  3.) 


The  closing  date  for  filing  comments 
on  the  above  applications  is  February  20, 
1976. 

J.  R.  Grothe, 

Chief,  Exemptions  Branch,  Of¬ 
fice  of  Hazardous  Materials 
Operations. 

(PR  Doc.76-3479  FUed  2-5-76;8;45  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

ARTHUR  “BUZZ”  HASKINS  COMPANY 

AND  ARTHUR  “BUZZ”  HASKINS 

Notice  of  Proposed  Sanction  Action 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  section  209  of  Executive  Order  11246, 
as  amended,  it  is  proposed  that  an  order 
be  issued  to  cause  the  cancellation, 
termination  or  suspension  of  any  ex¬ 
isting  Federally-assisted  construction 
contracts,  government  contracts  or  sub¬ 
contracts  as  defined  in  41  CFR  60-1.3, 
with  Arthur  “Buzz”  Haskins  Company, 
114  So.  Maple  Avenue,  So.  San  Francisco, 
California  94080  and  to  cause  the  ineligi¬ 
bility  for  future  Federally-assisted  con¬ 
tracts,  government  contracts  or  subcon¬ 
tracts  of  Arthur  “Buzz”  Haskins  Com¬ 
pany,  and  Arthur  “Buzz”  Haskins,  owner, 
individually. 

This  action  is  being  proposed  because 
Arthur  “Buzz”  Haskins  Company,  a  sub¬ 
contractor  to  Guy  F.  Atkinson  Company, 
refused  to  hire  Negroes  as  truck  drivers 
and  equipment  operators  during  1974  on 
a  San  Bruno,  California  construction 
project.  The  contract  was  funded  by  the 
Federal  Highway  Administration  of  the 
Department  of  Transportation  and  is 
subject  to  the  San  Mateo  Plan. 

As  stated  in  the  letter  notice  of  this 
proposed  action  issued  to  Arthur  “Buzz” 
Haskins,  owner,  individually,  and  Arthur 
“Buzz”  Haskins  Company;  The  appli¬ 


cable  regulations,  41  CFR  60-1 .26(b)  (2) , 
provide  that  no  order  for  the  cancella¬ 
tion  or  termination  of  existing  contracts 
or  subcontracts  or  for  debarment  from 
furttier  contracts  or  subcontracts  shall 
be  made  without  affording  the  contractor 
an  opportunity  for  a  hearing.  You,  there¬ 
fore,  have  fourteen  (14)  days  from  re¬ 
ceipt  of  this  notice  to  mail  to  the  under¬ 
signed  an  answer  to  this  notice,  together 
with  a  request  for  a  hearing  which 
should  be  set  forth  in  a  paragraph  sepa¬ 
rate  from  the  remainder  of  the  answers 
to  this  notice. 

If  at  the  end  of  14  days  no  answer  in¬ 
cluding  a  hearing  request  has  been  filed, 
or  the  answer  does  not  raise  issues  of 
fact  or  law,  steps  will  be  taken  to  cancel, 
suspend  or  terminate  or  cause  to  be  can¬ 
celled,  suspended  or  terminated,  any  one 
or  more  contracts  or  subcontract,  or 
parts  thereof,  held  by  the  Company,  as 
prime  contractor  or  subcontractor,  and 
in  addition  steps  will  be  taken  to  enter  an 
order  declaring  the  Company  and  Arthur 
“Buzz”  Haskins,  owner,  individually  in¬ 
eligible  for  further  contracts,  sution- 
tracts,  or  extensions  or  other  modifica¬ 
tions  of  existing  contracts,  until  they 
have  satisfied  the  Secretary  of  lAbor  that 
they  have  established  and  will  carry  out 
personnel  and  employment  policies  and 
practices  in  compliance  with  provisions 
of  the  equal  employment  clause  and  the 
Order. 

The  regulations  also  provide  that  in 
the  event  the  Company  requests  a  hear¬ 
ing,  its  contracts  and  subcontracts  may 
be  suspended  in  the  discretion  of  the 
Director,  OfiBce  of  Federal  Contract 
Compliance  Programs,  during  the  pend¬ 
ency  of  the  hearing. 

James  Frazies, 

Director  of  Civil  Rights. 

[FB  Doc.76-3651  FUed  2-5-76:8:45  am] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  28689] 

CONSUMERS  UNION  OF  UNITED 
STATES,  INC. 

Petition  for  Rulemaking  Regarding  Charges 
for  Passenger-Fare  Credit  Costs 

On  December  23,  197S,  the  Consumers 
Union  of  United  States,  Inc.  (petitioner) 
petitioned  the  Board  to  institute  a  rule- 
making  proceeding  to  formulate  a  rule 
which  would:  (1)  Prohibit  any  air  car¬ 
rier  from  causing  imjust  discrimination 
or  undue  preference  or  prejudice  among 
passengers  based  upon  credit-card  usage, 
and  (2)  require  air  carriers  to  structure 
fares  in  such  a  manner  that  the  cosl^to 
the  carriers  of  extending  passenger 
ciredit  is  imposed  solely  upon  credit  cus¬ 
tomers.  According  to  the  Certificate  of 
Service,  copies  of  the  petition  were  served 
upon  all  of  the  domestic  scheduled  certif¬ 
icated  air  carriers. 

Under  the  procedure  established  in 
Rule  38  of  the  Board’s  rules  of  practice 
(14  CFR  302.38),  the  Board  must  deter¬ 
mine  whether  a  petition  for  rulemaking 
discloses  sufficient  reasons  in  support  of 
the  relief  requested  to  justify  the  institu¬ 
tion  of  public  julcmaking  procedures. 
Before  making  this  determination,  the 
Board  wishes  to  consider  the  views  of 
other  interested  persons,  particularly 
with  regard  to  the  relative  costs  of  credit- 
card  transactions,  on  the  one  hand,  and 
cash  and  check  transactions,  on  the 
other. 

Rule  38  provides  for  the  filing  of 
answers  to  petitions  for  rulemaking  but 
does  not  specify  the  time  for  filing  such 
answers.  In  order  that  the  Board  may 
expeditiously  consider  the  petition,  we 
are  herein  establishing  a  date  certain  for 
the  filing  of  answers  by  interested  per¬ 
sons.  Because  of  the  technical  nature  of 
the  subject  matter,  we  will  allow  a  pe¬ 
riod  of  45  days  from  the  date  of  serv¬ 
ice  of  this  Notice  for  the  receipt  of 
answers. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Edwin  Z.  Holland. 

Secretary. 

February  2,  1976. 

(FR Doc .76-3687  Filed  2-5-76:8:45  am) 


[Docket  No.  28371:  Order  76-2-8] 

nEDMONT  AVIATION  INC. 

Order  To  Show  Cause  Regarding  Removal 
of  Two-Stop  Restriction  Between  New 
York  City  and  Asheville,  North  Carolina 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C.. 
on  the  3rd  day  of  February  1976. 

On  October  6, 1975,  Piedmont  Aviation 
filed  in  Docket  28371  an  application  for 
an  order  to  show  cause  why  its  certif¬ 
icate  of  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  for  Route  87  should  not  be  amended 
so  as  to  relax  Piedmont's  two-stop  re¬ 
striction  to  a  one-stop  restriction  be- 
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tween  Asheville,  North  Carolina  and 
New  York,  N.Y.-Newark,  N.J.‘ 

An  answer  in  support  of  Piedmont’s 
application  was  filed  by  the  Asheville 
Area  Chamber  of  Commerce  on  Janu¬ 
ary  19,  1976,  together  with  a  motion  for 
leave  to  file  an  otherwise  unauthorized 
document.*  No  other  answers  to  the  ap¬ 
plication  have  been  received. 

In  support  of  its  application.  Piedmont 
states  that  it  now  provides  two  roimd- 
trip  flights  between  Asheville  and  New 
York-Newark  each  of  which  serves  two 
intermediate  points;  that  New  York- 
Asheville  is  a  sizeabje  market;  that  modi¬ 
fication  of  the  two -stop  restriction  would 
enable  Piedmont  to  provide  improved 
service  between  New  York  and  Asheville; 
and  that  relaxation  of  the  two-stop  re¬ 
quirement  will  have  little  adverse  effect 
on  United  Air  Lines,  the  incumbent  car¬ 
rier  in  the  market. 

Piedmont  anticipates  that  one  of  its 
two-stop  round  trips  will  be  changed  to 
a  one-stop. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  foregoing 
and  all  of  the  relevant  facts,  we  have 
tentatively  concluded  that  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity  require  the 
modification  of  Piedmont’s  restriction  in 
the  Asheville-New  York  market  from 
two-stop  to  one-stop;  that  the  applica¬ 
tion  presents  no  questions  of  fact  or  law 
whiclx  require  a  hearing;  and  that  all 
interested  persons  should  be  directed  to 
show  cause  why  the  Board’s  tentative 
findings  and  conclusions  herein  should 
not  be  mad6  final.* 

In  support  of  our  ultimate  determina¬ 
tion,  we  make  the  following  tentative 
findings  and  conclusions.  The  principal 
benefit  which  will  derive  from  the  grant 
of  improved  authority  to  Piedmont  will 
be  the  provision  of  more  convenient  serv¬ 
ice  between  Asheville  and  New  York.  On 
the  basis  of  1974  traffic  data,  New  York, 
with  30,050  true  O&D  passengers,  is 
Asheville’s  largest  market  by  a  consider¬ 
able  margin.*  Piedmont’s  present  two- 
stop  flights  are  approximately  two  and 
one-half  hours  in  duration.  'The  modifi¬ 
cation  proposed  here  will  permit  Pied¬ 
mont  to  reduce  travel  time  on  its  flights 
between  Asheville  and  New  York  by  ap¬ 
proximately  thirty-five  minutes.* 

We  further  find  that  the  relaxation 
proposed  here  Is  consistent  with  the 
Board’s  often  reiterated  general  policy 
of  eliminating  or  modifying  such  cer¬ 
tificate  restrictions,  the  retention  of 
which  have  been  placed  in  Issue,  absent 


*  Piedmont’s  current  certificate  was  Issued 
pursuant  to  Order  76-1-61,  January  16,  1976. 
The  two-stop  restriction  between  AshevlUe 
and  New  YotK  City  is  listed  In  condition  4. 

*  We  will  grant  the  motion  and  receive  the 
answer  of  the  Asheville  Area  Chamber  of 
Commerce. 

*  We  further  find  that  Piedmont  Is  a  citizen 
of  the  United  States  within  the  meaning  of 
the  Act  and  Is  fit,  willing,  and  able  properly 
to  perform  the  transportation  proposed  here¬ 
in  and  to  conform  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  and  the  Board’s  rules,  regulations,  and 
requirements,  thereunder. 

*  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  Origin  and 
Destination  Survey,  1974,  Table  8. 

■Official  Airline  Quide,  December  1,  1975. 


an  afflnnative  showing  that  their  con¬ 
tinuance  is  required.*  The  authority  re¬ 
quested  Involves  no  new  stations  or 
equipment  for  Piedmont  and  will  permit 
the  carrier  more  scheduling  and  operat¬ 
ing  flexibility. 

Finally,  we  tentatively  find  that  there 
will  be  little  or  no  adverse  impact  on  the 
incumbent  carrier  in  the  New  Yoi*- 
Asheville  market.  United  Air  Lines, 
which  holds  unrestricted  nonstop  au¬ 
thority  in  the  market,  currently  offers  a 
single,  one-stop,  round-trip  flight  be¬ 
tween  the  two  cities.  It  has  maintained 
service  at  this  level  for  the  last  several 
years.  The  applicant  estimates  that  even 
if  it  changed  all  of  its  existing  flights  to 
match  the  authority  proposed  here,  the 
maximum  gross  passenger  revenue  di¬ 
version  would  be  less  than  $70,000  an¬ 
nually.  This  represents  an  insignificant 
part  of  United’s  system  passenger 
revenues.  Also,  United  holds  certificate 
authority  which  permits  it  to  offer  better 
service  in  the  market  at  any  time.  Con¬ 
sequently,  we  tentatively  find  that  the 
slight  diversion  of  revenues  from  United 
and  the  potential  downgrading  of  serv¬ 
ice  to  certain  intermediate  points*  are 
more  than  outweighed  by  the  carrier  and 
public  benefits — improved  scheduling 
and  equipment  flexibility  and  expedited 
air  service  between  Asheville  and  New 
York — which  should  flow  from  the  pro¬ 
posed  action.* 

Interested  persons  will  be  given  thirty 
days  from  the  date  of  the  adoption  of 
this  order  to  show  cause  why  the  tenta¬ 
tive  findings  and  conclusions  set  forth 
herein  should  not  be  made  final.  We  ex¬ 
pect  such  persons  to  set  forth  their  ob¬ 
jections,  if  any,  with  detailed  answers, 
specifically  setting  forth  the  tentative 
findings  and  conclusions  to  which  objec¬ 
tion  is  taken.  Such  objections  should  be 
accompanied  by  arguments  of  fact  or 
law  and  should  be  supported  by  legal 
precedent  or  detailed  economic  analysis. 
If  an  evidentiary  hearing  is  requested, 
the  objector  should  state  in  detail  why 
such  a  hearing  is  considered  necessary 
and  what  relevant  and  material  facts  he 
would  expect  to  establish  through  such 
a  hearing  that  cannot  be  established  in 
written  pleadings.  General,  vague,  or 
unsupported  objections  will  not  be 
entertained. 


•  See  e.g..  Order  75-7-15,  July  2,  1975;  Order 
74r-7-«3.  July  16,  1974;  Order  69-6-87, 

June  17,  1969. 

^Piedmont  has  not  Indicated  in  its  ap¬ 
plication  which  intermediate  city  it  will  drop 
from  its  current  two-stop  services  if  it  is 
awarded  one-stop  authority.  However,  the 
carrier  has  stated  that  it  expects  to  pick  up 
that  city  on  another  of  its  existing  New 
YOTk  services.  In  any  event,  it  is  presently 
within  the  carrier’s  discretion  to  choose 
which  cities  will  be  served  as  intermediate 
points  on  flights  between  Asheville  and  New 
York. 

•Piedmont  has  indicated  that  its  proposal 
will  not  result  in  any  increase  In  air  carrier 
operations.  Consequently,  we  also  tentatively 
find  and  conclude  that  the  Board  action 
sought  by  the  applicant  will  not  result  in  a 
major  federal  action  significantly  affecting 
the  environment  within  the  meaning  of  the 
National  Environmental  Protection  Act  of 
1969  (NEPA). 


Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That; 

1.  All  Interested  persons  are  directed 
to  show  cause  why  the  Board  should  not 
Issue  an  order  making  final  the  tenta¬ 
tive  findings  and  conclusions  stated 
herein  and  amending  the  certificate  of 
public  ccffivenience  and  necessity  of 
Piedmont  Aviation.  Inc.  for  Route  87  so 
as  to  change  from  two-stop  to  one-stop 
the  restriction  in  condition  4  on  fiights 
between  Asheville,  North  Carolina  and 
New  York,  N.Y.-Newark,  N.J,; 

2.  Any  interested  person  having  objec¬ 
tions  to  the  issuance  of  an  order  making 
final  any  of  the  proposed  findings,  con¬ 
clusions,  or  certificate  amendments  set 
forth  herein,  shall,  within  thirty  days 
after  the  date  of  the  adopticm  of  this 
order,  file  with  the  Board  and  serve  upon 
all  persons  listed  in  paragraph  5  a  state¬ 
ment  of  objections  together  with  a  sum¬ 
mary  of  testimony,  statistical  data,  and 
other  evidence  expected  to  be  relied  upon 
to  support  the  stated  objections; 

3.  If  timely  and  properly  supported  ob¬ 
jections  are  filed,  full  consideration  will 
be  accorded  the  matters  and  issues 
raised  by  the  objections  before  further 
action  is  taken  by  the  Board;  * 

4.  In  the  event  no  objections  are  filed, 
all  further  procedural  steps  will  be 
deemed  to  have  been  waived  and  the 
Board  may  proceed  to  enter  an  order  in 
accordance  with  the  tentative  findings 
and  conclusions  set  forth  herein; 

5.  A*  copy  of  this  order  will  be  served 
upon  Piedmont  Aviation.  Inc.,  United 
Air  Lines,  Inc.,  Delta  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  the 
Governor  of  New  York,  the  Director  of 
the  New  York  Port  Authority,  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  'Transportation  of  the  State  of 
North  Carolina,  the  Aeronautics  Divi¬ 
sion  of  the  Virginia  Corporations  Com¬ 
mission,  the  Tennessee  Aeronautics 
Commissimi,  the  South  Carolina  Aero¬ 
nautics  Commission,  the  Mayors  of  the 
Cities  of  Asheville  and  Winston-Salem, 
North  Carolina,  Greenville  and  Spartan¬ 
burg,  South  Carolina,  Bristol.  Kings¬ 
port  and  Johnson  City,  Tennessee,  and 
Lynchburg,  Roanoke,  and  Norfolk,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  upon  the  Asheville  Area 
Chamber  of  Commerce;  and 

6.  The  motion  of  the  Asheville  Area 
Chamber  of  Commerce  for  leave  to  file 
an  otherwise  unauthorized  dociunent  be 
and  it  hereby  is  granted. 

This  ordw  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-3694  Piled  2-5-76;8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  27923;  Order  76-2-4] 

UNITED  AIR  UNES,  INC. 

Order  To  Show  Cause 

Adopted  by  the  C^ivil  Aeronautics  Board 
at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C,,  on  the 
2nd  day  of  February  1976. 


•since  provision  is  made  for  the  filing  of 
objections  to  this  order,  petitions  for  recon¬ 
sideration  wlU  not  be  entertained. 
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(United)  to  retain  a  Salt  Lake  City-Chi- 
cago  flight  *  for  mail  transportation  pur¬ 
poses,  and  postponed  the  effective  date 
of  the  Postmaster  General’s  Order  pend¬ 
ing  review.  United  requests  that  the  Post¬ 
master  General’s  Order  be  canceled  or, 
in  the  alternative,  modified  and  condi¬ 
tioned  so  as  to  require  the  Postal  Service 
to  reimburse  United  for  the  fully  allo¬ 
cated  costs  of  operating  a  rovmd-trip 
flight,  including  a  reasonable  return  on 
investment,  without  such  costs  being  re¬ 
duced  by  any  commercial  revenues  at¬ 
tributable  to  those  flights. 

In  support  of  its  request.  United  al¬ 
leges,  inter  alia,  that:  the  flight  in  ques¬ 
tion  is  a  B-727-QC  all-cargo  operation 
which  was  eliminated  because  of  poor 
trafBc  response;  United  is  eliminating  all 
B-727-QC  equipment  from  its  active 
freighter  fleet  and  would  have  to  operate 
the  flight  with  B-727-100  aircraft;  the 
Postal  Service  has  neither  indicated  that 
the  7,000  pounds  of  mail  per  day  involved 
could  not  otherwise  be  transported,  nor 
demonstrated  an  overriding  need  that 
such  mail  be  transported  on  Flight 
2758;  *  demand  for  a  late-night  flight  is 
not  suflacient  to  support  a  scheduled  all¬ 
cargo  or  combination  flight;  to  operate 
the  flight  would  require  United  to  oper¬ 
ate  an  additional  westlx)imd  positioning 
flight;  the  total  fully  allocated  capacity 
and  traffic  handling  costs  for  a  B-727- 
100  round-trip  flight,  including  return 
on  investment,  would  be  approximately 
$179,000  per  month;  the  existing  mail 
rate  would  result  in  monthly  mail  rev¬ 
enues  of  only  $24,886;  and  any  other 
traffic  carried  on  the  round-trip  opera¬ 
tion  would  be  diverted  from  existing 
flights  and  should  not  be  used  to  offset 
the  fully  allocated  cost  of  operating  the 
flights  in  question. 

On  Jime  23, 1975,  the  U.S.  Postal  Serv¬ 
ice  filed  an  answer  opposing  United’s  re¬ 
quest.*  As  supplement^,  the  Postal  Serv¬ 
ice’s  Answer  alleges,  inter  alia,  that  the 
Postal  Service’s  delivery  standards  re¬ 
quire  substantial  movement  of  mail  at 
night;  approximately  7,000  poimds  of 
mail  per  day  would  be  dispatched  on 
flight  2758;  this  mail  is  not  ready  for  dis¬ 
patch  imtil  2330 ;  5,000  pounds  must  arrive 
in  CThicago  by  0245  for  residential  and 
first  business  delivery  ‘  and  0515  Tor  sec- 


1  Flight  2758  departing  Salt  Lake  City  at 
2330  and  arriving  at  Chicago  at  0310. 

*  United  indicated  that,  as  of  Jime  15,  there 
were  eight  dally  nonstop  and  10  dally  con¬ 
necting  flights  In  the  market  and  alleges 
that.  If  those  flights  do  not  meet  the  Postal 
Service’s  convenience  with  respect  to  time, 
air  taxi  operators  are  always  available  as  an 
alternative. 

i  *  The  Postal  Service  had  also  filed  two  sup- 

!  plemente  (August  4  and  December  18.  1975), 

I  each  accompanied  by  a  Motion  for  Leave  to 

I  File  an  Otherwise  Unauthorized  Document. 

I  We  will  grant  both  motions. 

*Note  that  flight  2758  did  not  arrive  In 
Chicago  untU  0310. 


costs  of  the  United  flight  should  be  offset 
by  the  revenues  otherwise  received  from 
the  operation  of  that  flight;  any  conten¬ 
tion  that  the  Postal  Service  should  be  re¬ 
quired  to  pay  for  a  positioning  flight 
must  be  based  on  a  showing  that  United 
would  not  have  appropriate  aircraft 
available  at  Salt  Lake  City  in  order  to 
operate  the  flight;  United  has  overstated 
tile  cost  of  operating  the  flight  in  ques¬ 
tion;  *  and  the  Postal  Service  would  not 
object  to  aircraft  being  substituted  for 
a  B-727-QC.’ 

United  responded  to  the  Postal  Serv¬ 
ice’s  answer,*  alleging,  inter  alia,  that 
United  is  unaware  of  any  operational  or 
load  limitations  which  would  signifi¬ 
cantly  hamper  the  use  of  air  taxis;  and 
United  presently  operates  four  daily 
round  trips  in  the  market,  and  the  op¬ 
eration  of  an  additional  flight  for  the 
Postal  Service  would  require  daily  reposi¬ 
tioning  of  equipment  by  operating  a  re¬ 
turn  flight;  and  that  there  are  a  large 
number  of  Salt  Lake  City  and  Chicago 
markets  which  do  not  receive  overnight 
air  service  for  next-day  mail  delivery. 

Upon  consideration  of  thcrforegoing 
and  all  the  relevant  facts,  we  find  that 
the  public  convenience  and  necessity  do 
not  require  cancellation  of  the  Postmas¬ 
ter  General’s  order  *  so  long  as  United  is 
adequately  compensated  for  providing 
the  flight  directed  by  the  Postmaster 
General.  Accordingly,  we  have  decided  to 
deny  United’s  application  and  to  effec¬ 
tuate  the  May  29, 1975  order  of  the  Post¬ 
master  General.  This  will  require  United 
to  reinstitute  its  canceled  Salt  Lake  City- 
Chicago  flight.  However,  we  will  con¬ 
dition  the  effectiveness  of  the  Postmaster 
General’s  order  upon  final  adoption  by 


®  The  Postal  Service's  original  answer 
merely  stated  that  fiights  which  do  not  leave 
Salt  Lake  City  after  2030  and  which  arrive  at 
Chicago  after  0700  do  not  provide  the  service 
which  the  Postal  Service  requires. 

•The  Postal  Service  estimates  that,  the 
fully  allocated  cost  of  operating  such  a  filght 
one  way  would  be  $90,163  per  month  and  the 
round-trip  cost  $177,690  per  month. 

^The  Postal  Service’s  original  answer  fur¬ 
ther  indicates  that  it  would  not  object  to 
a  change  in  departure  and  arrival  times,  so 
long  as  they  are  within  the  critical  time 
frame  (2030  to  0700)  mentioned  therein.  In 
light  of  the  Postal  Service’s  revision  of  the 
critical  time  frame  in  its  latest  supplement, 
we  assume  that  this  statement  is  no  longer 
operative. 

•  United’s  replies,  dated  June  26,  1975,  and 
January  14,  1976,  were  each  accompanied  by 
a  Motion  for  Leave  to  file  an  Otherwise  Un¬ 
authorized  Document.  We  wUl  grant  both 
motions. 

•Order  75-6-67  also  placed  in  Issue  the 
validity  of  the  Postmaster  General’s  Order 
which  was  Issued  by  the  Director,  Logistics 
Department  of  Operations,  U£.  Postal  Serv¬ 
ice.  The  delegated  authority  of  the  latter  offi¬ 
cial  is  clearly  set  forth  in  the  Postmaster 
General’s  Answer,  and  we  find  that  the  Order 
of  May  29, 1975  is  valid. 


in  detail  below.  Further,  we  will  amend 
and  revise  the  PMG’s  order  so  as  to  per¬ 
mit  United  to  substitute  3-727-100  or 
other  aircraft  acceptable  to  the  Postal 
Service  for  the  B-727-QC  aircraft  with 
which  Flight  2758  was  previously  oper¬ 
ated. 

The  Board  has  held  that  the  evalua¬ 
tion  of  the  public  convenience  and  ne¬ 
cessity  standard  in  cases  of  this  t3n;>e  in¬ 
volves  the  balancing  of  various  interests, 
including  those  of  the  Postal  Service,  the 
affected  carrier,  and  the  traveling  and 
shipping  public.  As  we  stated  in  the  Delta 
Case,'*  ‘"rhis  process  requires  the  Board 
not  only  to  consider  the  needs  of  the 
Postal  Service,  but  also  to  address  those 
needs  in  the  context  of  the  Board’s  over¬ 
all  duty  to  promote  and  foster  economi¬ 
cally  soimd  air  transportation.” 

In  evaluating  the  need  of  the  Postal 
Service  for  the  flight  in  question,  the 
Board  has  and  will  continue  to  consider 
a  number  of  factors.  First,  the  amount 
of  mail  carried  in  the  market  must  be 
sufficient  to  justify  the  mandatory  op¬ 
eration  of  the  filght  in  question.^  Sec¬ 
ond,  the  Board  will  consider  tlie  degree 
to  which  the  needs  of  the  Postal  Service 
can  be  met  by  alternative  service  pro¬ 
vided  by  another  certificated  carrier  or 
the  use  of  the  air  taxi  service.  *  Finally, 
the  Board  will  consider  whether  or  not 
the  commimities  in  question  have  en¬ 
joyed  “an  ongoing  pattern”  of  mail  serv¬ 
ice  which  would  effectively  be  eliminated 
if  the  flight  in  question  were  deleted  or 
rescheduled.’* 

Applying  these  principles  to  the  in¬ 
stant  proceeding,  we  find  that,  while 
7,000  poimds  of  mail  per  day  is  less  than 
the  volume  of  mail  involved  in  the  East¬ 
ern  Cose,’”*  it  is  nonetheless  sizeable 
amoimt  of  mall.  Further,  the  market  has 
enjoyed  an  ongoing  pattern  of  late-night 
mail  service**  and  no  alternative  certi¬ 
ficated  air  service  is  operated  in  the 
market  during  the  Postal  Service’s  criti- 


“  Order  75-7-42,  July  9,  1975;  p.  3.  Accord, 
Order  74-3-59,  March  13,  1974,  p.  3. 

“  See  75-7-42,  p.  4. 

^In  Order  7^7-42,  at  p.  4,  the  Board  has 
Indicated  that  It  wUl  require  the  Postal  Serv¬ 
ice  to  demonstrate  that  alternative  service 
which  could  satisfy  the  needs  and  require¬ 
ment  of  the  Postal  Service  does  not  exist  be¬ 
fore  it  will  require  a  certificated  carrier  to 
continue  an  uneconomic  operation. 

“  See  Orders  75-7-42,  p.  3,  and  74-3-59,  p.  2. 

**  12,000  pounds  Boston-New  York  and 
16,000  pounds  New  York -Atlanta.  Order  74- 
3-59,  p.  3,  fn.  3. 

••United  Flight  2758  has  been  operated 
since  January  15,  1970  (OAG,  Air  Cargo 
Guide,  January,  1970) .  Although  that  flight 
has  served  a  number  of  different  cities  and 
the  arrival  and  departure  times  have  changed 
several  times  between  1970  and  today.  It  has 
continuously  served  the  Salt  Lake  Clty-Chl- 
cago  market  during  or  close  to  the  critical 
time  period  specified  by  the  Postal  Service. 


By  Order  75-6-67,  June  12,  1975,  the  ond  business  delivery;  *  the  remaining  the  Board  of  the  proposed  minimum 
Board  granted  review  of  an  Order  issued  2,000  pounds  must  make  connections  in  temporary  service  mail  rate  for  the 
by  the  Postmaster  General  on  May  29,  Chicago  for  points  east  and  soutti;  no  ex-  transportation  of  mall  by  United  pur- 
1975,  requiring  United  Air  Lines,  Inc.  isting  flights  are  operated  in  this  critical  suant  to  the  order  of  the  Postmaster 

time  frame;  efforts  to  move  the  mail  by  General  issued  May  29,  1975,  discussed 
air  taxi  have  been  unsuccessful;  the 
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cal  time  frame.”  The  availability  and 
feasibility  of  air  taxi  service  is  disputed 
by  the  parties.  However,  the  Postal  Serv¬ 
ice  Indicates  that,  despite  its  best  ef¬ 
forts  over  the  last  six  months,  it  has  been 
imable  to  locate  an  air  taxi  operator  with 
suitable  aircraft  willing  to  provide  the 
necessary  service.  We  must,  therefore, 
conclude  that  no  alternative  air  service  is 
available  during  the  critical  time  frame. 

As  we  stated  in  the  Eastern  Case  "  “In 
these  special  circumstances  [an  estab¬ 
lished  pattern  of  mail  service  and  no 
alternate  modes  of  transportation], 
absent  a  comi>elling  showing  to  the  con¬ 
trary,  the  allegations  of  the  Postal  Serv¬ 
ice  for  continuation  of  an  ongoing  serv¬ 
ice  must  be  given  substantial  weight.” 

On  the  other  side  of  the  question. 
United  asserts  that  retention  of  the  sub¬ 
ject  flight  will  result  in  signiflcant  losses 
for  the  carrier.  In  past  cases,  the  Board 
has  expressed  concern  that  ^e  manda¬ 
tory  operation  of  a  flight  should  not  im¬ 
pose  an  imwarranted  financial  burden  on 
the  carrier  and,  ultimately  the  traveling 
public.”  Among  the  factors  involved  in 
examining  the  questicai  of  financial  bur¬ 
den  is  the  rate  of  compensaticm  to  be 
paid  by  the  Postal  Service  to  the  carrier. 

In  the  Eastern  Case,'*  the  Board  indi¬ 
cated  its  “desire  to  insure  that  the  full 
economic  burden  of  providing  the  man¬ 
datory  flight  not  be  absorbed  oitirely  by 
the  carrier."  *  Consistent  with  om  deci¬ 
sion  in  that  case,  we  will  effectuate  the 
order  of  the  Postmaster  General  and  es¬ 
tablish  a  temporary  rate  of  ccmipensa- 
tion  to  be  paid  by  the  Postal  Service,  said 
temporary  rate  to  be  subject  to  retroac¬ 
tive  adjustment  as  a  result  of  an  eviden¬ 
tiary  proceeding,  which  we  will  institute 
herein,  to  determine  the  fair  and  reason¬ 
able  final  service  mail  rate  to  be  paid  to 
United  for  the  service  ordered  by  the 
Postmaster  General 

With  respect  to  the  temporary  mall 
rate,  there  is  substantial  disagreement 
between  the  parties  both  as  to  the  bases 
upon  which  the  rate  shoiild  be  set,  as 
well  as  the  estimated  cost  of  providing 
the  service.  United  asserts  that,  if  re¬ 
quire  to  retain  the  flight,  it  should  re. 
ceive  the  fully  allocated  cost  of  the 
round-trip  flight  Involved,  Including  a 
reasonable  return  on  investment.  The 
Postal  Service  objects  to  paying  any 
more  thsin  the  cost  of  a  one-way  flight, 
less  any  revenues  derived  from  the 
transportation  of  other  traffic  on  the 

“The  certificated  service  closest  to  the 
Postal  Service  2230  to  0310  critical  time  frame 
Is  United's  all  cargo  Flight  2892  which  de¬ 
parts  Salt  Lake  City  at  2010  and  arrives  In 
Chicago  at  0117. 

”  Order  74-3-69,  p.  2. 

“  Orders  75-7-42,  p.  3  and  74-3-59,  p.  3. 

“Orders  74-3-59  and  74-5-93,  March  13, 
1974  and  May  20, 1974,  respectively. 

“  Order  74-6-93,  p.  3. 

“  The  scope  of  the  Issues  to  be  decided  In 
the  final  rate  proceeding  Is  discussed  below. 
The  final  rate  established  In  that  case  will 
be  based  entirely  on  the  evidentiary  record 
dev^oped  therein,  and  nothing  herein.  In¬ 
cluding  the  discussion  of  the  temporary  rate, 
Aunild  be  Interpreted  as  In  any  way  prej¬ 
udicing  our  decision  on  any  of  the  Issues 
In  that  proceeding. 


flight.  As  to  the  costs  of  the  service,  the 
Postal  Service  and  United  agree  that  the 
average  monthly  direct  operating  costs 
of  the  flight  in  question  (based  on  an 
average  of  22  flights  per  month)  will  be 
$122,159  for  a  round  trip  and  $59,513  ioc 
a  one-way  flight.  The  parties  disagree  in 
their  estimates  of  the  fully  allocated 
capacity  and  cargo  traffic  servicing  costs 
involved  in  the  provision  of  the  service 
in  question.  The  Postal  Service  estimates 
the  average  monthly  cost  of  a  round-trip 
operation  as  $177,690.37  versus  United’s 
estimate  $179,083.98.  The  Postal  Service 
estimates  the  average  monthly  cost  of  a 
one-way  flight  at  $90,163.10  versus 
United’s  estimate  of  $91,632.20. 

Based  on  the  foregoing  cost  estimates, 
we  find  that  the  application  of  the  cur¬ 
rent  service  mail  rate  to  this  market,” 
as  was  done  in  the  Eastern  Case,  will  not 
generate  sufficient  revenue  to  insure  that 
United  is  not  financially  encumbered  by 
the  operation  of  the  flight”  At  the  tem¬ 
porary  domestic  service  mail  rates  cur¬ 
rently  in  effect,  carriage  of  the  antici¬ 
pated  volume  of  mail  would  cover  only 
20%  of  the  direct  operating  cost  of  a 
round-trip  operation  with  the  B-727-100 
aircraft  which  United  proposes  to  use  for 
the  flight  and  only  41.8  percent  of  the 
direct  operating  cost  of  the  one-way  Salt 
Lake  Cflty-Cffilcago  flight  which  the  Post¬ 
al  Service  Wishes  United  to  operate.  Thus, 
even  with  the  carriage  of  additional  com¬ 
mercial  revenues,”  the  minimum  rate 
would  not  cover  United’s  direct  operat¬ 
ing  expenses  associated  with  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  a  one-way  flight,  let  alone  allow 
for  any  contribution  to  the  carrier’s 
overheacL* 


”  A  llnehaul  charge  of  18.75  cents  per  non¬ 
stop  revenue  ton-mile  plus  a  terminal  charge 
of  4.48  cents  per  pound  originated  would  pro¬ 
duce  an  average  monthly  payment  of  $24,934, 
on  the  basis  of  the  Postal  Service's  estimated 
7,000  poimds  of  mall  per  day. 

“Were  we  botmd  by  the  temporary  rate 
procedures  \ised  In  the  Eastern  Case,  we 
would  be  Inclined  to  find  that  the  pubUc 
convenience  and  necessity  required  the  can¬ 
cellation  of  the  Postmaster  General's  ord» 
In  light  of  the  unwarranted  financial  burden 
which  woiild  be  assumed  by  United  and,  ulti¬ 
mately,  the  traveling  and  shipping  public. 
We  are  not,  however,  so  bound.  As  we  stated 
In  the  Final  Order  In  the  Eastern  Case,  "the 
Board  has  no  Intention  of  using  the  rate  pro¬ 
cedures  adopted  In  this  case  as  precedent 
for  rate-related  action  in  future  405(b)  cases 
should  they  arise.  Rather,  each  case  wlU  be 
treated  In  accordance  with  the  special  cir¬ 
cumstances  attendant  therewith."  Order  74- 
5-93,  May  20, 1974,  p.  4. 

“  The  flight  In  question  Is  unlikely  to  carry 
more  than  a  minimal  number  of  passengers. 
After  accommodating  the  Postal  Service's 
7,000  pounds  of  mall.  United's  B-727-100 
could  only  carry  2,040  pounds  of  freight. 
Based  cm  United's  1974  system  freight  yield, 
the  Indicated  amotmt  of  freight  wovild  pro¬ 
duce  revenues  of  only  $29,810  per  month. 

“  Ihls  is  In  sharp  contrast  to  the  situation 
in  the  Eastern  Case.  There  it  was  estimated 
that  the  temporary  minimum  rate  would 
cover:  “over  61  percent  of  the  direct  costs 
of  operating  a  round-trip  flight";  more  than 
cover  the  direct  costs  of  operating  a  one-wap 
flight;  and.  with  the  carriage  of  additional 
commercial  revenues,  provide  a  contribution 
to  the  carrier's  overhead.  See  Order  74-5-93, 
p.  3. 


Accordingly,  based  on  all  of  the  avail¬ 
able  data,  the  Board  tentatively  finds 
and  concludes  that  the  fair  and  reason¬ 
able  temporary  mail  rate  to  be  paid  to 
United  by  the  Postmaster  General  for 
the  operation  of  the  Salt  Lake  Cflty-Chi- 
cago  flight  ordered  by  the  Postmaster 
General,  the  facilities  used  and  useful 
therefor,  and  the  services  connected 
therewith,  shall  be  $5,550  per  flight  Hie 
temporary  rate  of  compensation  is  based 
on  the  estimated  ”  direct  costs  of  operat¬ 
ing  a  round-trip  Salt  Lake  City-(^cago 
flight  with  B-'727-100  aircraft 
In  reaching  this  tentative  conclusion, 
we  are  not  unmindful  of  the  fact  that  the 
temporary  rate  established  in  the  East¬ 
ern  Case  covered  only  51.8%  of  the  direct 
cost  of  the  roimd  trip  there  involvecL 
However,  due  to  the  high  density  nature 
of  the  markets  involved  in  that  case” 
and  the  large  number  of  departures  pro¬ 
vided  by  Eastern  at  both  Atlanta  and 
Boston,  it  there  appeared  that  it  should 
not  be  too  difficult  for  Eastern  to  route 
its  aircraft  in  a  manner  whlcffi  would  at¬ 
tract  sufficient  additional  commercial  re¬ 
venues  to  at  least  cover  the  out-of-pocket 
ciosts  of  the  return  flight  We,  therefore, 
cioncluded  that  the  B-727  aircraft  which 
Eastern  proposed  to  operate  could  “be 
easily  routed  into  Eastern’s  system  from 
Atlanta  and  hence  obviate  the  need  to 
charge  the  Postal  Service  with  the  costs 
of  routing  the  aircraft  back  to  Boston,” 
noting  that  the  temporary  mail  rate 
would  be  subject  to  retroactive  adjust¬ 
ment  as  required  by  the  order  establish¬ 
ing  final  service  mail  rates  in  Docket 
23080-2.” 

In  the  instant  case,  however,  the  mar¬ 
ket  is  not  a  dense  one,  and  the  number  of 
flights  provided  by  United  at  Salt  Lake 
City  is  not  even  close  to  that  which  is 
provided  by  Eastern  at  Boston.  Thus,  it 
does  not  appear  that  United  wiU  be  able 
to  Integrate  the  flight  ordered  by  the 
Postmaster  General  into  its  general 
schedule  without  also  scheduling  a  spe¬ 
cial  repositioning  flight.  Accordingly, 
under  these  circumstances,  we  tentative¬ 
ly  find  and  conclude  that  United  should 
be  compensated  for  a  roimd-trip  opera¬ 
tion,  rather  than  just  a  one-way  flight. 

As  the  temporary  rate  proopsed  herein 
will  cover  United’s  out-of-pocket  costs  of 
performing  the  flight  ordered  by  the 
Postmaster  General,  plus  the  necessary 
retiUTi  flight,  any  additional  commercial 
revenues  wiU  allow  for  a  contribution  to 
the  carrier’s  overhead.  We,  therefore, 
tentatively  find  and  conclude  that  the 
temporary  rate  proposed  herein  will  pro¬ 
vide  fair  and  reasonable  compensation 
to  United  pending  the  establishment  of 
a  final  service  mall  rate  in  the  investiga¬ 
tion  that  we  are  instituting  slmultane- 

“Note  that  both  United  and  the  Postal 
Service  agree  on  this  cost  estimate.  See  page 
6,  above. 

“  Boston-New  Tork-Atlanta. 

“See  Order  74-5-93,  pp.  3  &  4.  The  above 
factors  are,  of  course,  subject  to  redetermlna- 
tlon  in  the  Priority  and  Nonpriority  Domestie 
Service  Mail  Rate  Case,  and  nothing  herein 
should  be  Interpreted  as  in  any  way  prej¬ 
udicing  our  declslmi  on  any  of  the 
In  that  proceeding. 
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ously  herewith.  Of  course,  in  accordance 
with  normal  practice  in  mail  rate  pro¬ 
ceedings,  the  final  rates  established  in 
this  investigation  will  be  subj^t  to  retro¬ 
active  application. 

As  indicated  above,  we  are  hereby  in¬ 
stituting  an  evidentiary  investigatimi  in 
this  docket”  to  determine  the  fair  and 
reasonable  final  rate  of  compensation 
for  the  services  performed  by  United 
pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Postmaster 
General.  Included  among  these  issues  Is 
the  question  of  whether  United  should 
recover  the  fully  allocated  cost  of  per¬ 
forming  the  mandatory  flight  and,  if  so. 
whether  these  costs  should  be  c<Mnputed 
on  a  one-way  round-trip  basis.  In  this 
latter  connection,  we  exi>ect  the  record 
to  be  developed  with  respect  to  whether 
or  not  the  aircraft  used  to  operate  the 
flight  can  be  integrated  into  United’s 
system  at  Chicago,  and  thereby  obviate 
the  nqed  to  charge  the  Postal  Service 
with  the  cost  of  operating  a  westboimd 
repositioning  flight.”  In  addition,  we  will 
direct  United  to  maintain  separate  rev¬ 
enue  and  expense  records  with  respect  to 
all  flights  conducted  pursuant  to  the 
Postmaster  General’s  order  setting  forth, 
separately,  all  revenue  received  for  the 
carriage  of  mail,  freight,  express,  and 
passengers,  and  operating  expenses  on  a 
fully  allocated  basis,  by  CAB  fvmctlonal 
account.  ’These  data  shall  be  submitted 
Into  the  record  in  this  docket  for  the 
purpose  of  determining  any  adjustment 
which  may  be  required.  Finally,  we  win 
retain  jurisdiction  in  this  matter  and  re¬ 
serve  the  power  to  amend,  revise,  sus¬ 
pend  or  cancel  the  order  of  the  Post¬ 
master  General  if  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity  require. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended,  and 
particularly  sections  204(a) ,  405,  and  406 
thereof,  and  the  regulations  promulgated 
in  14  CJFR  Part  302, 

It  is  ordered,  'That: 

1.  An  Investigation  be  and  it  hereby 
Is  Instituted  in  this  docket  to  determine 
the  fair  and  reasonable  final  rate  of  com¬ 
pensation  to  be  paid  to  United  Air  LlriW, 
Inc.,  for  the  operation  of  Salt  Lake  Clty- 
Chicago  service  required  by  the  Postmas¬ 
ter  General’s  order  of  May  29,  1975; 

(2)  ’The  motions  of  United  Air  T.lneit, 
Inc.  and  the  U.S.  Postal  Service  for  leave 
to  file  otherwise  unauthorized  doounents 
be  and  they  hereby  are  granted; 

3.  Upon  final  Board  adoption  of  the 
temporary  service  mail  rate  proposed 
herein,  the  application  of  United  Air 
Lines,  Inc.,  to  cancel  the  order  of  the 
Postmaster  General  Issued  on  May  29, 
1975,  be  and  it  hereby  is  denied; 


Min  the  Eastern  Case,  the  final  rate  laaue 
was  oonsoUdated  tar  determination  In  the 
Priority  and  Nonpriority  Domestic  Service 
Mail  Rates  Case,  Phase  2  (Docket  23080-3). 
As  the  latter  case  Is  past  the  evidentiary 
hearing  stage,  it  would  not  be  an  i^)proprlata 
vehicle  in  which  to  determine  the  final  rate 
In  the  Instant  proceeding. 

**We  will  leave  tt.to  the  parties  to  deter¬ 
mine  at  the  prehearing  conference  the  na¬ 
ture  and  extent  of  the  aircraft  routing  charts 
whi<2i  shotild  be  provided  to  reecdve  this 
Issue. 


4.  Upon  final  Board  adoption  the 
temporary  service  mail  rate  proposed 
herein,  the  order  of  the  Postmaster  Gen¬ 
eral  issued  on  May  29.  1975,  as  amended 
and  revised  by  the  (pinion  above,  be  and 
it  hereby  is  effective; 

5.  United  Air  Lines,  the  Postmast^ 
General,  and  all  other  interested  per¬ 
sons  sure  directed  to  show  cause  why  the 
Board  should  not  adopt  the  foregoing 
proposed  findings  and  conclusions  and 
fix,  determine,  and  publish  the  tem¬ 
porary  rate  specified  above  for  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  mail  by  aircraft,  the  facili¬ 
ties  used  and  useful  therefor,  and  the 
services  connected  therewith  as  the  fair 
and  reasonable  rate  of  compensation  to 
be  paid  to  United  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  for  the 
operation  of  a  Salt  Lake  Cfity  to  (Chi¬ 
cago  flight  as  ordered  by  the  Postmaster 
General  in  his  order  Issued  May  29, 1975, 
pending  the  fixing  of  a  final  rate  in  this 
docket; 

6.  Further  procedures  herein  shall  be 
in  accordance  with  14  C.FJI.,  Part  302, 
and  notice  of  any  objection  to  the  rate 
or  to  the  other  findings  and  conclusions 
proposed  herein,  shall  be  filed  within 
eight  days,  and  if  notice  is  filed,  written 
answers  and  supporting  documents  shall 
be  filed  within  15  days  after  service  of 
this  order; 

7.  If  notice  of  objection  is  not  filed 
within  8  da3rs  after  service  of  this  order, 
or  if  notice  is  filed,  and  an  answer,  which 
raises  a  material  issue  of  fact,  is  not 
filed  within  15  days  after  service  of  this 
order,  all  persons  shall  be  deemed  to  have 
waived  the  right  to  a  hearing  and  all 
other  procedural  steps,  short  of  a  final 
decision  by  the  Boaid,  and  the  Board 
may  enter  an  order  Incorporating  the 
findings  and  conclusions  proposed  here¬ 
in  and  fix  and  determine  the  t^nporary 
rate  specified  herein;  and 

8.  If  answer  is  filed  presenting  material 
Issues  of  fact  for  hearing,  the  issues  in¬ 
volved  in  determining  the  fair  and  rea¬ 
sonable  temporary  rates  shall  be  limited 
to  those  specifically  raised  by  the  an¬ 
swer,  except  Insofar  as  other  issues  are 
raised  in  accordance  with  Rule  307  of 
the  rules  of  practice  (14  CJ’Ji.  302.307). 

This  order  will  be  published  In  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board: 

[SEAL]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

(FB  Doc.76-3695  Piled  2-&-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  28706;  Ordw  76-2-8] 

WIEN  AIR  ALASKA,  INC. 

Order  To  Show  Cause  R^;arding  Fuel  Sur¬ 
charge  Applicable  to  the  Carriage  of 
Intra-Alaska  Mail 

Adc^ited  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C..  on  the 
2nd  day  of  February  1976. 

On  December  29,  1975,  Wien  Air 
Alaska,  Inc.  (Wien)  filed  a  motion  for 
leave  to  file  an  otherwise  unauthorized 
document  accompanied  by  a  petiticm  re¬ 
questing  the  Board  to  establish,  pursuant 
to  Section  406  ot  the  Federal  Avlati(xi 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended,  a  fuel  surcharge 


applicable  to  mall  transported  by  Wien 
in  Its  Intra-Alaska  service.  Wlra  does 
not  desire  at  this  time  to  institute  pro¬ 
ceedings  leading  to  a  general  reexamina¬ 
tion  of  its  service  mail  rates  but  seeks 
only  the  establishment  oi  a  fuel  sur¬ 
charge  to  be  added  to  its  present  service 
mall  rates.*  ’Ihe  carrier’s  petition  de¬ 
scribes  the  substantial  Increases  in  fuel 
prices  which  have  occurred  since  final 
service  mail  rates  were  established,  based 
on  fiscal  year  1969  cost  data,  particulariy 
since  January  1,  1975,  and  seeks  the  es¬ 
tablishment  of  a  fud  surcharge  based  on 
its  operating  exp>erience  during  the  nine 
months  ended  September  30,  1975.  By 
answer  filed  January  6,  1976,  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service  indicates  that  it  does  not 
object  to  the  relief  requested  by  Wien 
and  considers  the  requested  surcharge  to 
be  fair  and  reasonable.  We  are  granting 
Wien’s  motion  to  file  the  petition. 

In  support  of  its  petition.  Wien  states 
that  fuel  costs  per  revenue  ton-Doile  have 
increased  more  than  43  percent  in  the 
intervening  six  years  since  fiscal  year 
1969,  the  base  year  used  in  determining 
its  current  rate,  and  no  relief  frmn  this 
increased  fuel  cost  burden  has  been 
granted.  Its  wholly  intra-Alaska  system 
rates  were  not  affected  by  the  temporary 
fuel  surcharge  instituted  for  domestic 
service  mail  rates.*  Based  on  the  carrier’s 
computations,  this  results  in  an  Increase 
of  5.33  cents  per  mail  revenue  ton-Doile. 

Our  review  of  the  data  submitted  with 
Wien’s  petition  indicates  that,  consistent 
with  the  relief  granted  to  Alaska 
Airlines,  Inc.,*  Reeve  Aleutian  Airways, 
Inc.*  and  Kodiak-Westem  Alaska  Air¬ 
lines,  Inc.,*  it  is  appropriate  to  base  a  fud 
surcharge  for  Wien  on  the  percentage 
increase  in  fuel  costs  per  mall  revenue 
ton-mile  for  the  nine  months  ended 
September  30,  1975,  over  those  for  the 
fis^l  year  1969  base  period.*  In  our 
opinion,  the  fuel  surcharge  resulting 
from  these  computations  is  fair  and  rea¬ 
sonable  and  will  not  result  in  an  over¬ 
payment  to  the  carrier  for  the  carriage 
of  mail. 

On  the  basis  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Board  tentatively  finds  and  concludes 
that  the  fair  and  reasonable  final 
rates  of  compensation  to  be  paid  by  the 
Postmaster  General  to  Wien  Air  Alaska, 
Inc.,  for  the  transportation  of  mail  by 
aircraft  over  its  intra- Alaska  routes,  the 


^  These  rates  were  established  by  Ordo'  71- 
2-103,  February  23.  1971. 

*  Priority  and  Nonpriority  Domestic  Service 
MaU  Bates — Phase  2,  Order  74-10-94.  Octo¬ 
ber  18,  1974. 

*  Orders  75-5-63,  May  16.  1975,  and  75-6-7, 
Jxme  3, 1975. 

*  Orders  75-4-34,  April  8, 1975  and  75-4-115, 
AprU  24,  1975. 

•Orders  75-11-15.  November  5,  1976  and 
76-11-67,  November  19,  1976. 

*  It  Is  established  Board  ratemaking  policy 

to  use  the  latest  available  reported  results  for 
a  12-month  period  in  mit.king  cost  deter¬ 
minations  so  as  to  avoid  any  aber¬ 

ration  that  might  appear  in  data  for  a 
shorter  period.  Our  analysis  of  Wien’s  re¬ 
ported  data  for  the  13  months  ended  Sep¬ 
tember  30,  1976,  confirms  the  carrier’s  fuel 
surcharge  computatlcms  to  be  fair  and  reik- 
sonable. 
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facilities  used  and  useful  therefor,  and 
the  services  connected  therewith,  on  and 
after  January  6,  1976,'  are  the  rates  es¬ 
tablished  in  Order  71-2-102,  February  23, 
1971,  plus  a  fuel  surcharge  of  533  cents 
per  great-circle  mail  ton-mile. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  and  particularly 
sections  204(a)  and  406  thereof,  and  the 
Board’s  Procedural  Regulations,  14  CFR 
Part  302. 

It  is  ordered.  That: 

1.  All  persons,  and  particularly  Wien 
Air  Alaska,  Inc.  and  the  Postmaster  Gen¬ 
eral,  are  directed  to  show  cause  why  the 
Board  should  not  amend  Order  71-2-102, 
February  23,  1971,  so  as  to  adopt  the 
foregoing  findings  and  conclusions  effec¬ 
tive  on  and  after  January  6,  1976,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  terms  and  conditions  as  set 
forth  in  Order  71-2-102; 

2.  Further  procedures  shall  be  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Rules  of  Practice,  14 
CFR,  Part  302,  and  if  there  is  any  objec¬ 
tion  to  the  rates  and  charges  or  to  the 
related  findings  and  conclusions  pro¬ 
posed  herein,  notice  thereof  shall  be 
filed  within  10  days,  and  if  notice  is  filed, 
written  answer  and  supporting  docu¬ 
ments  shall  be  filed  within  30  days  after 
the  date  of  service  of  this  order; 

3.  If  notice  of  objection  is  not  filed 
within  10  days,  or  if  notice  is  filed  and 
answer  is  not  filed  within  30  days  after 
service  of  this  order,  or  if  an  answer 
timely  filed  raises  no  material  issue  of 
fact,  all  persons  shall  be  deemed  to  have 
waived  the  right  to  a  hearing  and  all 
other  procedural  steps  short  of  an  order 
fixing  final  service  mail  raies  and  the 
Board  may  enter  an  order  incorporating 
the  findings  and  conclusions  proposed 
herein  and  fix  and  determine  the  rates 
herein  specified; 

4.  If  notice  of  objection  and  answer  are 
filed  presenting  issues  for  hearing, 
issues  going  to  the  establishment  of  the 
fair  and  reasonable  rates  herein  shall  be 
limited  to  those  specifically  raised  by 
such  answers  except  as  otherwise  pro¬ 
vided  in  14  CFR,  Section  302.307;  and 

5.  This  order  shall  be  served  upon 
Wien  Air  Alaska,  Inc.  and  the  Postmaster 
General. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the’ 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

Appendix 

WIEN  air  ALASKA,  INC.,  COMPUTATION  OP 
FUEL  SURCHARGE 

Fuel  cost  per  revenue  ton-mlle:  Cents 

Base  year  ended  June  30,  1069  12. 30 

9  mo  ended  Sept.  30,  1975  * _ 17. 71 

Percent  Increase  0  mo  ended  Sept. 

30,  1976,  over  base  year _ 43. 98 


'  The  date  the  n.S.  Postal  Service  filed  its 
Answer  not  objecting  to  Wien’s  petition.  See 
Order  75-4-34,  April  8.  1976. 


Fuel  cost  per  mall  ton-mile:  Cents 

Increased  by  revenue  ton-mlle 
cost  increment — 9  mo  ended 
Sept.  30,  1976 _ 17. 46 

Fuel  surcharge  per  mail  ton-mile.  6. 33 

*See  p.  4. 

•  See  p.  3. 

•See  p.  2. 


Fuel  cost  per  mall-ton-mile  year 
ended  Sept.  30, 1069: 

Fuel  cost — scheduled  serv-  Dollars 
ice  1  . . . .  1,  746, 803 


Cc^iaclty  costs— operating  Dollars 

expense  scheduled  serv¬ 
ice  * .  10, 708, 986 

Fuel  as  percent  of  cf^pacity 

cost  _ _  16. 31 

Capacity  costs  aUocated  to 

maU  * _  2,  239,  960 

Fuel  costs  In  aUocated  ca¬ 
pacity  costs _  366,  337 

MaU  ton-miles  • _  3, 010, 617 

Fuel  cost  per  maU  ton-mlle 

(In  cents) _  12.13 


‘  See  p.  4. 

>  POD  250A  and  259A.  docket  21238. 
*  Exhibit  C,  p.  3  of  petition. 

•CAB  form  41. 


Fuel  cost  per  revenue  ton-mile,  9  mo  ended  Sept.  SO,  1975 


Aircraft  type 


B-737 . 

F-27 . 

FH-227 . 

DHC-6 . 

SC-7 . 

G-73 . 

Total . 

Scheduled  service — revenue  tou- 

mlles> . : . 

Cost  per  revenue  ton-mile  (in  cents) , 


Total  fnol 
fuel  cost  > 

Revenue  aircraft-hours 

Scheduled 
as  percent 
of  total 

.  Scheduled 
fuel  cost 

Scheduled  • 

Total  < 

$4,637,484 

10,272 

10,295 

99.78 

$4,627,282 

513,384 

3,964 

4.208 

94.20 

483,608 

738,877 

5,232 

5,309 

98.55 

.788,163 

21L832 

3,848 

3,899 

98.69 

208,564 

108,477 

1,623 

1,645 

98.66 

107,023 

10,703 

138 

141 

97.87 

10,476 

6, 220, 257  .  6, 165, 115 


34,819,529 

17.71 


'  CAB  form  41. 

•  Company  records. 

Fuel  cost  per  revenue  ton-m  ile  year  ended  June  SO,  1969 


Total  fuel  Revenue  aircraft-honis  >  Scheduled  as  Scheduled 

Aircraft  type  oost  *  -  percent  of  fuel  cost 

Scheduled  Total  total 


B-737.... 

F-27A... 

F-27B... 

DC-3.... 

SC-7 . 

DHC-6.. 

PC-6A/B 

DHC-2.. 

C-46 . 

G-73 _ 


C-180. 


1779,716 

3,448 

3.477 

99.17 

$773,244 

386,189 

5,318 

3,568 

05.51 

368,849 

299,259 

4,088 

4,471 

91.43 

273,613 

35,848 

154 

976 

15.88 

5,693 

62,658 

1,951 

2,057 

94.85 

59,431 

139,260 

5,489 

5.607 

96.35 

134;  177 

90,092 

4,266 

4,464 

05.56 

86,092 

(879) 

148 

137 

79. 14 

(637) 

34,415 

494 

814 

60.69 

20,886 

26,970 

165 

160 

97.63 

25,355 

6,398  . 

15 . 

Total. .  1,859,126  . .  1,746,803 


Revenue  ton-miles  • . . . . .  14, 207, 188 

Cost  per  revenue  ton-mile  (in  cents) .  12. 30 


*  CAB  form  41. 

»  Docket  21238,  WC-8,  p.  3. 

•  Docket  21238,  WC-8,  p.  1,  excluding  subcontract. 

[FB  Doc.76-3696  Piled  2-5-76;8:45  am] 


CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

MATCHBOOKS 

Extension  of  the  Time  for  Publishing  a 
Proposed  Rule  or  Withdrawing  Notice  of 
Proceeding 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  extend 
by  60  days,  or  until  March  30,  1976,  the 
period  in  which  the  Consumer  Product 
Safety  Commission  must  publish  in  the 
Federal  Register  a  proposed  consumer 
product  safety  standard  for  matchbooks 
or  withdraw  the  notice  of  proceeding  for 
development  of  a  standard. 

The  Cfxnmission,  in  the  Ftoeral  Reg¬ 
ister  of  September  4, 1974  (39  FR  32050) , 
commenced  a  proceeding  imder  section 


7  of  the  Consumer  Product  Safety  Act 
(15  U.S.C.  2056)  for  the  development  of 
a  consumer  product  safety  standard  ap¬ 
plicable  to  matchbooks.  In  the  Federal 
Register  of  December  2,  1975  (40  PR 
55897) ,  the  Commission  gave  notice  that 
it  extended  until  January  30,  1976  the 
date  by  which  it  must  publish  a  proposed 
standard  or  withdraw  the  notice  of  pro¬ 
ceeding.  That  notice  also  summarized 
the  events  concerning  development  of  a 
consumer  product  safety  rule  applicable 
to  matchbooks,  including  previous  ex¬ 
tensions  of  the  development  period. 

The  Commission  has  voted  to  propose 
a  consumer  product  safety  standard  for 
matchbooks,  but  has  decided  not  to  pub¬ 
lish  it  for  cfunment  until  after  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  its  staff  can  evaluate  rele- 
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vant  envlroninental  data  received  on 
January  30,  1976  In  a  report  prepared 
under  contract  to  the  Commission.  After 
evaluating  the  report  and  any  other  rele¬ 
vant  and  available  mvlronmental  Infor¬ 
mation,  the  Commission  will  decide  on 
appropriate  action  to  comply  with  the 
provisions  of  the  National  Environmental 
PoUcy  Act  42  U.S.C.  4321  et  seq. 

To  permit  time  to  evaluate  the  en¬ 
vironmental  data,  the  Commissicm,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  7(f)  of  the  Consumer 
Product  Safety  Act,  has  extended  until 
March  30, 1976  the  date  by  which  it  must 
publish  a  proposed  consvuner  product 
safety  standard  for  matchbooks  or  with¬ 
draw  the  notice  of  proceeding. 

Dated;  January  30, 1976. 

Sadye  E.  Dunn, 
Secretary,  Consumer 
Product  Safety  Commission. 

(PR  Doc.76-353i  PUed  2-6-76:8:46  am) 


SELF-PRESSURIZED  HOUSEHOLD  SUB¬ 
STANCES  CONTAINING  VINYL  CHLORIDE 

Notice  of  Court  Order  Affecting  Repurchase 
Requirements 

On  August  21,  1974  the  Commission 
published  In  the  Federal  Register,  39 
FR  30112-30114  a  regulation  promul¬ 
gated  pursuant  to  section  2(q)  (1)  (B)  of 
the  Federal  Hazardous  Substances  Act 
(FHSA),  15  U.S.C.  1261(q)(l)(B),  de¬ 
claring  any  self -pressurized  products 
Intended  or  suitable  for  household  use 
that  contain  vinyl  chloride  monomer  as 
an  ingredient  or  in  the  propellant  to  be 
“baimed  hazardous  substances.”  In  the 
same  notice  the  Commission  declined  to 
exercise  any  discretion  which  It  might 
have  had  under  the  FHSA,  to  make  Its 
banning  order  prospective  only,  thus  re¬ 
quiring  repurchase  under  the  provisions 
of  section  15,  FHSA,  15  U.S.C.  1274,  and 
regulations  promulgated  thereunder,  16 
CFR  1500.202.  The  banning  order  as  well 
as  the  repurchase  requirements  became 
effective  on  October  7, 1974. 

On  October  8,  1974  a  petition  for  re¬ 
view  of  the  Commission’s  order  Insofar 
as  it  affected  goods  introduced  Into  In¬ 
terstate  commerce  prior  to  the  effective 
date  of  the  order  was  hied  in  the  United 
States  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  Ninth 
Circuit.  Pactra  Industries.  Inc.  v.  Con*- 
sumer  Product  Safety  Commission,  No. 
74-2902.  Petitioner  ffled  a  motion  for 
partial  summary  reversal  with  the  Court 
alleging  that  the  Commission  erred  In 
failing  to  comply  with  the  reqvilrements 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  (NEPA),  42  U.S.C.  4321  et  seq.  On 
December  13,  1974  the  Court  stayed  that 
portion  of  the  Commission  order  requir¬ 
ing  repurchase  and  disposal  of  all  house¬ 
hold  products  containing  vinyl  chloride 
monomer  pending  compliance  by  the 
Commission  with  the  requirements  of 
NEPA.  Thereafter,  the  Commission  took 
the  necessary  steps  to  comply  with  the 
requirements  of  NEPA. 

On  November  6, 1975  the  Coiut  granted 
the  Commission’s  request  and  vacated  its 
December  13,  1974  Stay  Order.  The  effect 
of  the  Court’s  action  is  the  automatic  re- 
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sumption  of  the  provisions  of  Sectton  1ft.  > 
FHSA.  15  UB.C.  1274.  ’Hie  statute  pro¬ 
vides  that: 

“In  the  case  of  any  article  or  substance 
sold  by  its  manufacturer,  distributor,  or 
dealer  which  Is  a  banned  hazardous  sub¬ 
stance  (whether  or  not  it  was  such  at  the 
time  of  Its  sale)  such  article  or  substance 
shall.  In  accordance  with  regulations  of 
the  .  .  .  [Commlssl(xi],  be  r^urchased.” 

The  statute  and  retmlatlons  promul¬ 
gated  thereunder  (16  CFR  1500.202)  fur¬ 
ther  specify  the  procedvues  to  be  followed 
for  repurchase  and  the  required  notice 
to  persons  and  orgmilzatlons  affected 
thereby. 

The  Commissi(m  exp>ects  that  all 
parties  subject  to  the  repiirchase  re- 
qviirements  will  act  expeditiously  and  In 
accordance  with  the  statutory  require¬ 
ments  and  regulaticms.  The  Commission 
intoids  to  monitor  compliance  and.  If 
necessary,  to  take  appropriate  enforce¬ 
ment  action. 

Dated:  January  30, 1976. 

Sadye  E.  Dunn, 
Secretary.  Consumer 
Product  Safety  Commission. 

I  FR  DOC.76-3530  Piled  2-6-76:8:46  ami 


COMMITTEE  FOR  PURCHASE  FROM 
THE  BLIND  AND  OTHER  SE¬ 
VERELY  HANDICAPPED 
PROCUREMENT  LIST  1976 
Additions  to  Procurement  List 

Notice  of  Proposed  Additions  to  Pro¬ 
curement  List  1976,  November  25,  1975 
(40  FR  54742)  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  August  22, 1975  (40  FR 
36794). 

Pursuant  to  the  above  notice  the  fol¬ 
lowing  commodities  are  added  to  the  Pro¬ 


curement  List: 

Class  7110 

Pries 

Bookcase,  Wood.  Executive  (SH) :  each 

7110-00-290-0368 _ $201.10 

7100-00-973-6127 _  148.  41 

Class  7195 

Coetumer,  Wood,  Executive  (SH) : 

7196-00-132-6642 _ $60. 70 

By  the  Committee. 


C.  W.  Fletcher, 
Executitk  Director. 
(FR  Doc.76-3635  Filed  2-6-76:8:46  am] 


PROCUREMENT  UST  1976 
Additions  to  Procurement  List 

Notice  of  Proposed  Additions  to  Pro¬ 
curement  List  1976,  November  25,  1975 
(40  FR  54742)  were  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  cm  September  19,  1975  (40 
FR  43269)  and  October  24.  1975  (40  FR 
49816). 

Pursuant  to  the  above  notices  the  fol¬ 
lowing  commodities  are  added  to  the 
Piuceiurement  List: 

Class  6532 

Cap,  Operating,  Surgical  (SH) : 

6532-00-260-5041,  package  of  500.  $34.07 


542S 

8888-00-088-0646,  package  of  600l  4a$» 
6888-00-860-6048,  package  of 
IflOO . . .  48.11, 

By  the  (Tommlttee. 

C.  W.  Fletcheb. 
Executive  Director. 
(FR  Doc.76-3632  FUed  2-6-76:8:46  am] 


PROCUREMENT  UST  1976 
Deletion  from  Procurement  List 

Nbtice  of  proposed  deletion  from  Pro¬ 
curement  List  1976,  November  25,  1975 
(40  FR  54742)  was  published  In  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  Docember  5,  1975  (40 
FR  56964) . 

Pursuant  to  the  above  notice  the  fol¬ 
lowing  service  Is  deleted  from  the  Pro¬ 
curement  Ust: 

Standard  Industrial  (Tlass  7349 

Janltorlal/Custodlal  Homestead  Air  Force 
Base.  Florida,  for  the  following  building 
only:  Non-Commlssloned  Officer’s  Club  (JO). 

By  the  Committee. 

C.  W.  Fletcher, 
Executive  Director. 
[FR  Doc.76-3633  FUed  2-5-76:8:46  am] 


PROCUREMENT  LIST  1976 
Proposed  Addition 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  2(a)  (2)  of  Pub.  92-28;  85  Stat.  79, 
of  the  proposed  addition  of  the  following 
service  to  Procurement  List  1976,  No¬ 
vember  25.  1975  (40  FR  54742). 

Standard  Industrial  Class  7641 

Furniture  RehabUltatlon,  Cleveland,  Ohio 
plus  25-mlle  radius. 

Comments  and  views  regarding  this 
propmsed  addition  may  be  filed  with  the 
Committee  not  later  than  30  days  after 
the  date  of  this  Federal  Register.  Com¬ 
munications  should  be  addressed  to  the 
Executive  Director.  Committee  for  Pur¬ 
chase  from  the  Blind  and  Other  Se¬ 
verely  Handicapped,  2009  Fourteenth 
Street  North,  Suite  610,  ArlingUm,  Vir¬ 
ginia  22201. 

This  notice  is  automatically  cancelled 
ron  or  before  August  6,  1976. 

By  the  CfMnmittee. 

C.  W.  Fletcher, 
Executive  Director. 

(FR  Doc.76-3634  Filed  2-5-76:8:46  am] 


COUNCIL  ON  ENVIRONMENTAL 
QUALITY 

ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS 
Availability 

Environmental  impact  statements  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Council  on  Elnvironmental 
Quality  from  January  23  through  Janu¬ 
ary  27,  1976.  The  date  of  receipt  for  each 
statement  is  noted  in  the  statement  sum¬ 
mary.  Under  Council  Guidelines  the  min¬ 
imum  period  for  public  review  and  com¬ 
ment  on  draft  envircmmental  impact 
statements  in  forty-five  (45)  days  from 
this  Federal  Register  notice  of  availa- 
bUity.  (March  15,  1976)  The  thirty  (30) 
day  period  for  each  final  statement 
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begins  on  the  day  the  statement  is  made 
available  to  the  Coimcil  and  to  comment¬ 
ing  parties. 

Copies  of  individual  statements  are 
available  for  review  from  the  originating 
agency.  Back  copies  will  also  be  available 
at  cost  from  ^e  Environmental  Law 
Institute,  1346  Connecticut  Avenue, 
Washington,  D.C.  20036. 

Department  of  Agriculture 

Ciontact:  Dr.  Bowden  G.  Maxwell,  Coordi¬ 
nator  of  Environmental  Quality  Activities, 
Office  of  the  Secretary,  UJ3.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Room  359-A,  Washington,  D.C. 
20250,  202-447-3966. 

FOREST  SERVICE 

Draft 

Red  River  Unit  Plan,  Nezperce  National 
Forest,  Idaho  county,  Idaho,  January  29: 
The  proposed  action  Involves  implementa¬ 
tion  of  a  multiple  use  plan  for  the  Red  River 
Planning  Unit,  Red  River  Ranger  District, 
Nezperce  National  Forest.  Approximately 
90,800  acres  are  included  in  the  planning 
unit:  88,060  acres  of  National  Forest,  and 
2,740  acres  of  private  land.  Major  man- 
caused  environmental  impacts  include:  tim¬ 
ber  harvest  and  culture,  road  and  traU  con¬ 
struction,  mining,  domestic  livestock  grazing, 
recreational  activities,  and  wildlife  control. 
(ELR  Order  No.  60136) . 

Chemult  Unit  Land  Use  Plan,  Winema,  Na¬ 
tional  Forest,  Klamath,  and  Lake  counties, 
Oreg.,  January  26:  The  proposed  action  con¬ 
sists  of  a  Land  Use  Plan  for  272,558  acres,  of 
which  262,458  acres  are  on  the  Winema  Na¬ 
tional  Forest,  and  10,100  acres  are  in  the 
Fremont  National  Forest.  Adverse  impact 
will  be  mostly  from  road  construction,  logging 
activities,  and  livestock  grazing.  Some  wild¬ 
life  habitat  will  be  disturbed  that  may  result 
in  population  fluctuations  of  some  species. 
(ELR  Order  No.  60112) . 

RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION  ADMINISTRATION 

Final 

Sansley  Project,  Atlanta,  Heard,  and  Car- 
roll  Countiesr  Oa.,  January  30:  This  project 
entails  the  construction  of  a  steam  electric 
generating  plant,  the  associated  switching 
station,  and  three  transmission  lines  con¬ 
necting  this  plant  into  a  statewide  transmis¬ 
sion  system.  Adverse  impacts  include  the 
impoundment  of  3  stream  miles  of  Yellow- 
dirt  Creek,  the  loss  of  720  acres  of  wildlife 
habitat,  the  clearing  of  an  additional  2000 
acres  of  wildlife  habitat,  the  consumption  of 
190  million  tons  of  coal  and  190  million  gal¬ 
lons  of  oil,  emissions  of  various  stack  gases,* 
and  minimal  seepage  from  ponds.  Comments 
made  by:  DOI,  EPA,  USDA,  and  State  agen¬ 
cies,  (ELR  Order  No.  60144) . 

son.  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 

Final 

Shoqualak  Creek  Watershed  Project,  Noxu¬ 
bee,  and  Kemper  Counties,  Miss.,  January  26. 
Proposed  is  a  project  for  watershed  protec¬ 
tion  and  flood  prevention  in  Noxubee  and 
Kemper  Coimties,  Mississippi.  ITiere  will  be 
about  67  acres  of  land  cleared  for  sediment 
pools,  the  dam  and  spillway  areas,  and  along 
the  channel  work  rights-of-way.  There  will 
be  a  loss  of  agricultural  production  from  166 
acres  of  cropland,  185  acres  of  pastures,  517 
acres  of  forest  land,  and  62  acres  of  other 
land.  In  addition,  there  will  be  a  loss  of  153 
acres  of- wildlife  habitat  on  lands  to  be  in  the 
sediment  pools.  Temporary  water  and  air 
pollution  will  result  during  construction. 
Comments  made  by:  USA,  HEW,  DOI,  DOT, 
EPA,  (ELR  Order  No.  60108). 

Second  Broad  River  Watershed,  McDowell, 
RutherfOTd.  and  Cleveland  Counties,  N.C., 


January  28:  The  statement  concerns  a  proj¬ 
ect  for  watershed  protection  and  flood  pro¬ 
tection  on  15,795  acres  of  the  Second  Broad 
River  Watershed  and  includes  construction 
of  10  single-purpose  floodwater  retarding 
structures,  and  two  multiple-purpose  struc¬ 
tures.  The  project  will  Inundate  10  miles  of 
stream  flshery  habitat;  eliminate  470  acres 
of  wildlife  habitat;  and  eliminate  399  acres 
of  productive  forest  land.  Comments  made 
by:  HEW,  DOT,  USA,  DOI,  EPA,  and  State 
and  local  agencies,  (ELR  Order  No.  60104). 

Department  of  Commerce 

Contact:  Dr.  Sidney  R.  Oaller,  Deputy  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  for  Environmental  Affairs, 
Department  of  Comiherce,  Washington,  D.C. 
20230,  202-967-4336. 

NAT’L  oceanic  and  ATMOSPHERE  AOMIN. 

Draft 

Listing  of  Three  Sea  Turtles  as  Threatened 
Species,  January  30:  Proposed  is  the  listing 
and  protection,  by  regulation,  of  the  green 
sea  turtle  (Chelonla  mydas),  the  loggerhead 
sea  turtle  (Caretta  caretta) ,  and  the  Paclflc 
medley  sea  turtle  (Lepid  ochelys  olivacea)  as 
threatened  ^ecies  under  the  authority  of 
the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973.  The  ac¬ 
tion  is  designed  to  prevent  further  decline  in 
the  populations  of  the  three  species  of  sea 
turtles.  The  major  adverse  impact  will  be  a 
short-term  economic  impact  and  will  be  suf¬ 
fered  by  those  who  take,  import,  export,  and 
trade  these  species  and/or  their  products. 
(ELR  Order  No.  60148) . 

Department  of  Defense,  Army  Corps 

Contact:  Dr.  C.  Grant  Ash,  Office  of  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Policy  Development,  Attn:  DAEN- 
CWR-P,  Office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  U.S. 
Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  1000  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20314,  202- 
693-6795. 

Draft 

Port  San  Luis  Navigation  Project,  San  Luis 
Obispo  County,  Calif.,  January  26:  Proposed 
is  the  Port  San  Luis  Navigation  Project,  San 
Luis  Obispo  County,  California.  The  recom¬ 
mended  plan  would  include:  construction  of 
a  detached  rubblemound  breakwater:  remov¬ 
al  of  rock  pinnacles  in  the  channel  and  an¬ 
chorage  areas;  and  provision  of  anchorage 
areas  totaling  about  50  acres.  Adverse  effects 
include  destruction  of  about  15  acres  of  ben¬ 
thic  habitat  and  temporary  turbidity  effects 
upon  marine  organisms  from  dredging  and 
breakwater  construction.  Some  alteration  of 
the  esthetic  appearance  of  the  shoreline  and 
harbor  area  will  take  place.  (Los  Angeles 
District) .  (ELR  Order  No.  60115) . 

Delmarva  Waterway,  Delaware,  Maryland, 
and  Virginia,  January  28:  Pnqioeed  is  the 
construction  of  a  continuous,  navigable 
waterway  from  Cape  Charles,  Virginia,  in  the 
Chesapeake  Bay,  to  Cape  Henlopen,  Delaware 
in  the  Delaware  Bay,  a  distance  of  150  miles. 
Total  surface  area  Included  in  the  project 
alignment  is  2590  acres;  38.3  acres  of  marsh 
cut  are  Included.  The  76  proposed  disposal 
sites  total  2821  acres — 533  acres  for  initial 
project  construction  and  2688  acres  for  main¬ 
tenance  dredging  disposal  over  the  60-year 
project  life.  Adverse  effects  Include  local 
changes  in  habitat  from  excavation  and  Ail¬ 
ing.  (Philadelphia  District),  (ELR  Order  No. 
60128). 

Local  Flood  Protection,  Three  Rivers  (Sup¬ 
plement)  ,  Live  Oak  County,  Tex.,  January  28: 
Proposed  is  a  project  to  ocmstruct  a  levee  sys¬ 
tem  to  protect  the  city  of  Three  Rivers, 
Texas,  from  flooding  of  the  Prio  and  Nueces 
Rivers.  The  4.6  mile  long  levee  and  three 
borrow  areas  will  involve  about  176.7  acres  of 
land.  Adverse  effects  include  the  change  in 
land  use  of  approximately  176.7  acres.  Five 


archeological  sites  will  be  disturbed  and 
eight  family  units  will  be  relocated.  (ELR 
Order  No.  60126). 

Firua 

Extension  ot  Entrance  of  Islals  Creek 
Channel,  San  Francisco  County,  Calif.,  Jan¬ 
uary  29:  Prt^XMCd  is  the  extension  of  the 
existing  Islals  Creek  navigation  channel 
entrance.  The  action  consists  of  deepening  a 
600-foot-wlde  strip  of  i^proach  area  to  40 
feet  and  removal  of  shoal  area  east  of  the 
Army  Street  terminal  to  35  feet.  The  660,000 
cubic  yards  ot  dredged  material  will  be  dis¬ 
posed  of  at  Alcatraz.  Adverse  effects  Include 
resuspension  of  silt  with  possible  adverse 
effects  on  flsh  and  planktonic  life;  removal 
of  sessile  benthic  organisms;  disruption  of 
benthic  fauna;  resuspension  of  heavy  metal 
ions;  and  temporary  oxygen  sag  in  the  dredge 
and  disposal  area.  Cmnments  made  by:  EPA, 
DOI,  DOC,  HEW,  and  State  and  local  agen¬ 
cies,  (ELR  Order  No.  60131) . 

Marco  Island,  Deltona  Corp.  Permit,  Collier 
County,  Fla.,  January  30:  The  statement 
concerns  the  consideration  of  dredge  and  All 
permit  applications  by  Deltona  Corporation 
for  the  purpose  of  developing  a  water  recrea-, 
tion-oriented  retirement  and  second-home 
community  and  resort  center.  A  total  of  18.2 
million  cubic  yards  of  material  will  be 
excavated  and  used  as  All  material  to  create 
upland  areas.  The  proposal  would  result  in 
the  loss  of  about  2,200  acres  of  mangroves 
and  the  destruction  or  disruption  of  the 
associated  biota  and  a  decline  in  total  natural 
productivity  would  not  be  reclaimed.  In 
addition,  a  total  of  735  acres  of  bay  bottom 
would  be  excavated  with  destruction  of  the 
benthic  commimitles  inhabiting  the  area. 
Comments  made  by:  USDA,  DOC,  DOI,  EPA, 
HUD,  DOL,  and  State  and  local  agencies,  in¬ 
terested  groups  and  individuals  (ELR  Order 
No.  60146). 

Teche-Vermllion  Basins,  Water  Supply, 
several  counties.  La.,  January  29:  The  proj¬ 
ect  consists  of  a  plan  to  restore  flows  diverted 
from  the  Teche-Vermllion  basins  by  flood 
control  projects  as  well  as  to  provide  addi¬ 
tional  water  to  these  basins.  There  will  be  a 
change  in  use  on  620  acres  of  land:  197  acres 
will  become  water  bottoms  and  423  acres  will 
serve  as  the  base  for  levees  or  for  deposit  of 
dredged  material.  The  wildlife  on  these  acres 
will  be  displaced  or  destroyed.  Additional  in¬ 
dustrial  and  municipal  growth  that  might  be 
attracted  by  the  project  could  have  an  ad¬ 
verse  effect  on  water  quality.  (New  Orleans 
District).  Comments  made  by:  DOI,  EPA, 
HEW,  USDA,  AHP,  DOC,  DOT,  and  State  and 
local  agencies.  (ELR  Order  No.  60133) . 

Bulk  Transfer  Terminal,  Bayou  Casotte, 
Jackson  County,  Miss.,  January  30:  Proposed 
is  the  Issuance  of  a  Section  10  Permit  to  the 
Jackson  County  Port  Authority  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  a  bulk  transfer  terminal  at 
Bayou  Casotte.  Approximately  497,000  cu.  yds. 
of  material  will  be  dredged;  13  acres  of  state 
owned  water  bottom,  and  5  acres  of  produc¬ 
tive  salt  marsh  would  be  fllled.  (Mobile  Dis¬ 
trict).  Conunents  made  by:  DOI,  DOC,  EPA, 
DOT  USDA,  and  State  agencies.  (ELR  Order 
No.  60145) . 

Corpus  Christ!  Beach  Restoration  Project. 
Tex.,  January  29:  The  statement,  a  revised 
draft,  refers  to  the  restoration  of  Corpus 
Christ!  Beach.  The  plan  of  improvement  pro¬ 
vides  for  restoration  and  periodic  novudsh- 
ment  of  1.4  mfles  of  beach.  Adverse  Inqiacta 
are  the  covering  of  106  acres  of  bay  bottom 
by  restoration  material.  Increased  turbidity 
during  dredging,  and  the  destruction  of  some 
marine  life.  Cossments  made  by:  DOC,  HEW, 
HUD,  DOI,  DOT,  EPA,  AHP,  and  State  and 
local  agencies  and  local  groups.  (ELR  Order 
No.  60136). 

Gulf  Intracoastal  Waterway,  Tex.,  January 
30 :  Proposed  is  tlw  maintenance  of  the  Texas 
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Section  of  the  Gulf  Intracoastal  Waterway 
(OIWW)  and  Its  tributary  channels  by  peri¬ 
odic  dredging  of  shoal  deposits.  The  project 
Includes  alternate  channel  routes,  barge 
mooring  basins,  fishing  boat  harbors,  and 
tvuming  basins.  Dredging  will  be  accom¬ 
plished  by  hydraulic  pipeline  dredge.  Adverse 
effects  Include  the  covering  of  vegetation  and 
bottom  dwelling  organisms.  (Galveston  Dis¬ 
trict)  .  Comments  made  by;  EPA,  DOC.  DOL, 
AHP,  HEW,  HUD,  DOT,  and  State  and  local 
agencies.  (ELR  Order  No.  60143). 

Kanawha  River  Navigation  System,  several^ 
counties,  W.  Va.,  January  30:  The  proposed* 
action  Is  continuation  of  oi>eration  and 
maintenance  of  the  navlgaUon  channel  of 
the  Kanawha  River  navigation  system  in 
Fayette,  Kanawha.  Putnam,  and  Mason  Coun¬ 
ties.  Major  adverse  effects  Include  sedimen¬ 
tation  In  the  channel  and  deteriorated  water 
quality.  (Huntington  District).  Comments 
made  by:  EPA,  USDA,  DOI,  DOT,  FPC,  AHP, 
and  State  and  local  agencies.  (ELR  Order  No. 
60140) . 

Department  or  Defense 
ARMT 

Contact:  Mr.  George  A.  Cunney,  Jr.,  Acting 
Cfiilef,  Environments  Office.  Directorate  of 
Installations.  Office  of  the  Deputy  Chief  of 
Staff  for  Logistics,  Washington,  D.C.  20310, 
202-OK-4-4269. 

Draft 

Demilitarization  of  M34  Stockpile  (Supple¬ 
ment  D) ,  Colo.,  January  27 :  This  Is  a  supple¬ 
ment  to  the  final  BIS  ooverlng  the  demili¬ 
tarization  and  disposal  of  the  M34  OB  Cluster 
Bomb  at  Rocky  Mountain  Arsenal,  Colorado, 
which  was  filed  with  CBQ  20  September 
1973.  This  supplement  covers  an  addi- 
ticmal  quantity  of  OB  which  is  contained  in 
M190  (Honest  John)  warheads  and  M139 
bomblets.  This  program  Involves  the  disposal 
of  106  M190  warheads  (36S  bomblets  estcb). 
1,222  M139  bomblets.  and  30,532  M139  bomb- 
let  halves,  totalling  i^proxlmately  78,000 
pounds  of  OB.  (BXR  Order  No.  60124) . 

Energy  Research  and  Development  Admin, 

Contact:  Mr.  W.  Herbert  Pennington,  Office 
of  Asslstcmt  Administrator,  P-201,  ERDA, 
Washington,  D.C.  20646,  301-973-4241. 

Draft 

Positron-Electron  Storage  Ring  Project, 
Stanford,  San  Mateo  County.  Calif.,  Janu¬ 
ary  26:  Proposed  Is  the  construction  of  the 
positron-electron  colliding  beam  storage  ring 
facilities  at  the  Stanford  Linear  Accelera¬ 
tor  Center  at  Stanford  University.  The  PEP 
storage  ring  will  be  about  700  meters  In 
diameter  burled  at  depths  of  20  to  100  feet 
and  located  at  the  eastern  extremity  of  the 
SLAC  site.  Positron  and  electron  beams  will 
collide  in  the  storage  ring  to  provide  higher 
energies  and  hence  higher  particle  velocities 
than  have  been  heretof<»e  achieved.  Normal 
operation  of  the  storage  ring  facility  Is  not 
expected  to  produce  significant  adverse  en¬ 
vironmental  effects  different  from  operation 
of  the  existing  fadUtiss  and  the  addition 
of  one  water  cooling  tower.  (ELR  Order  No. 
60111). 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 

Contfust:  Mr.  Sheldon  Meyers,  Directs, 
Office  of  Federal  Activities,  Romn  3630, 
Waterside  Mall,  Washington.  D.O.  20460, 
202-766-0940. 

Draft 

EvapiNative  Emission  Begs. — 1978  and 
Later  Vehicles.  January  29:  The  SPA  Is  pro¬ 
posing  to  significantly  reduce  the  evapora- 
tlmi  ot  gasoline  from  the  carburetors,  gas 
tanks  and  other  parts  of  new  cars  and  light 
duty  trucks  by  revision  the  current  evapora¬ 


tive  emission  regulations.  The  proposed  new 
evaporative  standards  would  reduce  dally 
evaporative  emissions  from  1978  cars  and 
light  duty  trucks  by  65%  and  from  1979  and 
later  model  vehicles  by  90%.  The  proposed 
standards  would  thus  reduce  total  oxidant 
forming  hydrocarbons  by  an  average  of  10% 
in  the  year  1985.  No  adverse  environmental 
Impacts  are  expected.  (ELR  Order  No. 
60134.) 

Oklahoma  City  Wastewater  Facilities, 
Oklahoma  Coimty,  Okla.,  January  29:  This 
project  Involves  the  application  by  Okla¬ 
homa  City  for  Federal  funds  to  aid  in  up¬ 
grading  and  expanding  the  city’s  wastewater 
treatment  capabilities.  Proposed  is  the 
phased  construction  of  a  new  wastewater 
treatment  plant  on  the  north  bank  of  the 
North  Canadian  River,  north  of  N.E.  122nd 
Street  and  Anderson  Road  on  a  290  acre 
tract  owned  by  the  city.  Adverse  effects  In¬ 
clude  increased  noise  levels,  possible  occa¬ 
sional  odors  emanatin:;  from  the  facility,  and 
the  removal  of  some  land  from  agricultural 
uses.  (ELR  Order  No.  60130.) 

Federal  Power  Commission 

Contact:  Dr.  Jack  M.  Helnemann,  Acting 
Asst.  Director,  for  Environmental  QuMlty, 
441  G  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
202-276-4791. 

Final 

Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp.,  Curtail¬ 
ment,  January  26:  The  action  consists  of 
FPC’s  analysis  of  two  permanent  curtailment 
plans  for  the  Columbia  Gas  Transmission 
Corporation.  Environmental  impacts  result¬ 
ing  from  the  action  are  the  increased  use  of 
coal  and  oil  to  replace  the  curtailed  gas,  the 
associated  cost  increase,  and  Increased  pollu¬ 
tion  in  the  form  of  sulfur  dioxide  and  partic¬ 
ulates.  Alternatives  include  unregulated  cur¬ 
tailment  and  new  sources  of  gas  supplies. 
Reference  is  made  to  the  fact  that  decontrol 
and  rate  structure  are  not  included  as  al¬ 
ternatives  to  curtailment.  Comments  made 
by:  AHP,  FEA,  NRC,  DOT.  and  State  agen¬ 
cies.  (ELR  Order  No.  60120.) 

Consolidated  Oas  Co..  Curtailment,  Jan¬ 
uary  27:  The  action  consists  of  FPC’s  analy¬ 
sis  of  two  permanent  curtailment  plans  for 
the  Consolidated  Oas  Company  systems.  En¬ 
vironmental  impacts  resulting  from  curtaJU- 
ment  are  the  increased  use  of  coal  and  oil  to 
replace  the  curtailed  natural  gas  and  the  as¬ 
sociated  cost  increases  and  increased  pollu¬ 
tion  in  the  form  of  sulfur  dioxide  and  par¬ 
ticulates.  Alternatives  include  unregulated 
curtailment  and  new  sources  of  gas  supply. 
Rate  structure  and  deregulation  are  not  In¬ 
cluded  as  alternatives  to  curtailment.  Com¬ 
ments  made  by:  NRC.  and  State  agencies. 
(ELR  Order  No.  60121.) 

Gerald  Gentleman  Station,  Project  No. 
1835,  Lincoln  County  Nebr.,  January  26:  The 
statement  concerns  approvel  of  a  license 
amendment  application  of  the  Nebraska  Pub¬ 
lic  Power  District  to  revise  the  project  bound¬ 
ary  and  to  permit  the  use  of  720  acres  of 
project  lands  and  watera  in  conjunction  with 
operation  of  the  Gerald  Gentleman  Station. 
The  coal  fired  station  would  produce  a  total  of 
1,300  MW  when  operated  at  maximum  capac¬ 
ity.  Construction  would  include  13,700  feet 
of  canals,  7,750  feet  of  dikes,  11,600  feet  of 
reservoir  Intake  channels,  a  mixing  basin, 
reservoir  pumping  facilities,  and  associated 
water  contnd  structures,  some  of  which  is 
already  constructed.  Adverse  Impacts  Include 
increased  air  pollution  and  raised  water  tem¬ 
peratures.  Comments  made  by:  DOI,  USDA, 
COE,  EPA,  NRC,  and  State  agencies  and 
private  groups.  (ELR  Order  No.  60709.) 

General  Services  Administration 

Contact:  Mr.  Andrew  E.  Kauders,  Execu¬ 
tive  DlreetiHr  of  Environmental  Affairs,  Gen¬ 


eral  Services  Administration,  18th  and  F 
Streets,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20405,  202- 
343-4161. 

Draft 

Otisville  Federal  Correctional  Institution, 
Orange  County,  N.Y.,  January  30:  The  pro¬ 
posed  action  consists  of  construction  ot  a  new 
Federal  Correctional  Institution  in  Otisville, 
New  York  by  the  General  Services  Adminis¬ 
tration  for  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Prisons. 
The  complex  will  contain  a  gross  area  of  ap¬ 
proximately  250,000  square  feet  of  profile  one 
and  two  story  buildings,  and  will  house  ap¬ 
proximately  600  adult  Federal  law  offenders. 
Adverse  effects  include  loss  of  some  natural 
land  cover  and  minor  disruptions  to  wildlife. 
(ELR  Order  No.  60142.) 

Virginia  Heating  Plant  Improvements,  Ar¬ 
lington,  Arlington  County,  Va.,  January  26: 
The  project  Involves  the  installation  of  two 
electrostatic  precipitators  and  upgrading  (by 
modification  w  addition)  of  the  condensate 
treatment  system  for  the  Virginia  Heating 
Plant  to  meet  the  requirements  of  both  the 
existing  and  future  proposed  boiler  configu¬ 
rations.  In  addition,  minor  repairs  and  im¬ 
provements  will  be  made  at  the  plant. 
Primary  fuel  will  continue*V>  be  low  sul¬ 
phur  bituminous  coal  for  the  existing 
four  coal  fired  boilers.  Adverse  impacts  in¬ 
clude  the  temporary  Increase  in  noise,  dust 
and  traffic  congestion,  the  Interruption  of 
steam  generation,  the  industrial  appearance 
of  the  precipitators,  the  land  committed  for 
Installation,  and  intermittent  noise.  (ELR 
Order  No.  60107.) 

Final 

Washington  Technical  Institute  and  Inter¬ 
national  Center.  District  of  Columbia,  Janu¬ 
ary  30:  ’The  statement  concerns  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  a  permanent  campus  for  the 
Washington  ’Technical  Institute  and  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  an  International  Center  on  the 
former  Bureau  of  Standards  site  located  at 
Connecticut  Avenue  and  Van  Ness  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  Increased-  traffic,  air 
pollution,  and  storm  water  runoff,  and  con¬ 
struction  disruption  will  result  from  the 
project.  Comments  made  by:  DOT,  EPA,  DOI, 
and  State  and  local  agencies.  (ELR  Order 
No.  60147.) 

Department  or  HUD 

Contact:  Mr.  Richard  H.  Broun.  Director. 
Office  of  Environmental  Quality,  Boom  7268, 
451  7th  Street,  SW..  Washington,  D.C.  20410, 
202-755-6308. 

Final 

Sunblest  Subdivision,  Fishers,  Indiana, 
Hamilton  County  Ind.,  January  27:  The  pro¬ 
ject  involves  an  application  for  mortgage 
insurance  under  Section  203b  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Housing  Act  for  the  planned  unit 
development  of  1268  acres  In  Fishers.  In¬ 
diana.  The  major  adverse  Mivlronmental 
impact  Is  the  loss  of  over  1000  acres  of  farm¬ 
land. 

Comments  made  by:  EPA,  AHP.  DOC. 
HEW.  DOL  DOT,  GSA.  USDA.  and  State 
agencies.  (ELR  Order  No.  00125.) 

Section  104(h) 

The  following  are  Community  Develop¬ 
ment  Block  Grant  statements  prepared  and 
circulated  directly  by  iqipUcante  pursuant 
to  section  104(h)  of  the  1974  Housing  and 
Cmnmunlty  Development  Act.  Copies  may  be 
obtained  from  the  office  of  the  appropriate 
local  chief  executive.  (Copies  are  not  avail¬ 
able  from  HUD.) 

Draft 

G^ringdale  Water  and  Sewerage  Improve¬ 
ments.  Washington,  and  Benton  Counties 
Ark.,  January  26:  The  project  proposed  Is  the 
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construction  of  a  new  36  inch  diameter  water 
transmission  main  tiom  the  storage  tanks 
in  the  northeast  part  of  Springdale,  Arkansas 
to  the  central  part  of  the  city.  The  project 
also  Includes  the  construction  of  sanitary 
sewage  collection  lines  to  senre  an  area  in 
the  northeastern  part  of  the  city.  Construc¬ 
tion  disruption  will  result.  (ElA  Order  No. 
60116.) 

Buenaventxira  Drive,  Bedding,  Shasta 
Coimty,  Calif.,  January  SO:  This  project  con¬ 
sists  of  the  acquisilton  of  property,  reloca¬ 
tion  of  residents  and  businesses  and  the 
construction  of  an  arterial  street  in  Bedding 
between  Eureka  Way  and  Ballroad  Avenue. 
Other  supportive  projects  in  the  area  in¬ 
clude  park  ezpa^on  and  development, 
housing  rehabilitation,  relocation  assistance, 
neighborhood  planning,  neighborhood  im¬ 
provements  and  storm  drainage  construc¬ 
tion.  Adverse  effects  Include  removal  of  veg¬ 
etation  and  disruption  ot  wildlife.  Approxi¬ 
mately  100  residents  and  3  businesses  will 
be  relocated.  (ELB  Order  No.  60187) . 

Final 

Pulaski  Pike  Area  Water  System,  Hunts¬ 
ville,  Madison  County  Ala.,  January  80:  The 
statement  conc^his  a  water  ^stem  for  the 
city  of  Huntsville  and  rural  areas  of  Monroe 
County  to  provide  a  watar  supply  more  de¬ 
pendable  than  wells  currently  used.  Ccm- 
Etruction  of  the  project  Invotvea  tren^ilng 
for  water  distribution  lanes  from  tbs  extst- 
Ing  main  In  Huntevllls  to  outlying  arsas. 
Increased  population  density  along  tbs  route 
is  expected.  Comments  made  by:  EPA,  TV  A, 
DOT,  and  State  and  local  agencies.  (ELB 
Order  No.  60138). 

Dxpaxtmeht  or  Imtxuob 

Contact:  Mr.  Bruce  Blanchard,  Director, 
Environmental  Project  Bevlew,  Boom  7360, 
Department  of  thb  Interior,  Washington,  D.O. 
20240,  202-343-3891. 

Final 

Southwestern  Power  Admin.,  Construction. 

&  Maintenance,  January  38:  Proposed  is  the 
maintenance  and  construction  of  additions 
to  Southwestern  Power  Administration’s  else, 
trie  trasmlssion  system  Including  transmis¬ 
sion  lines,  substations,  and  related  structures 
in  Oklahoma,  Arkansas,  Missouri,  and  parts 
of  Texas,  Kimmut  and  Louisiana.  The  land 
occupied  by  structures  win  be  unavailable 
for  other  uses  during  the  life  of  the  facility, 
and  homes  and  other  buUdings  wUl  be  dis¬ 
placed.  The  project  wiU  also  be  detrimental 
to  wildlife  habitat.  Comments  made  by:  DOI, 
USDA,  EPA,  PPC.  (ELB  Order  No.  60106). 

Draft 

Bonneville  Dam  Integrating  Transmission 
(S,  FY  77).  Clark,  and  Bkamlnla  County 
Wash.,  January  36:  Proposed  is  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  transmission  faculties  to  Integrate 
the  electricity  from  the  second  powerhouse 
at  BonneviUe  Dam  Into  SPA'S  system. 
Both  alternatives  involve  the  construction 
eff  tq>proxlmately  two  miles  of  new  380  kV 
liiw  and  the  addition  of  31  miles  oi  conduc¬ 
tor  to  the  vacant  side  of  existing  BPA  double- 
circuit  towers.  Depending  upon  the  final 
route  location  chosen,  between  6  and  24  acres 
of  existing  access  road  improvement  would 
be  needed,  and  up  to  1A5  miles  of  new  access 
road  would  have  to  be  constructed.  (EUi 
Order  No.  60110). 

BONNSVnXS  POWEE  ADHIHISTBATION 
Natiowal  Park  Sixvkx 

Final 

F.  D.  Boosevelt  National  Historic  Site.  New 
y<Hrk,  N.T..  January  80:  Proposed  is  the  im¬ 
plementation  of  a  master  plan  for  the  man¬ 
agement  of  the  Franklin  D.  Boosevelt  Na- 


ticmal  Historic  Site  in  Hyde  Park,  New  York. 

The  Roosevelt  Site  will  be  managed  In  con¬ 
junction  with  the  VanderbUt  Mansion  Ni^ 
tional  Historic  Site,  also  in  Hyde  Park.  Ad¬ 
ministrative  and  management  functions  of 
the  site  would  be  relocated;  tax  revenue  to 
the  town  would  be  decreased  by  the  acqulsi- 
tiem  of  the  Morgan  estate  and  a  portion  of 
the  Kessler  property.  Comments  made  by: 
AHP,  DOI.  USDA,  DOT,  QSA,  and  State  and 
local  agencies.  (ELB  Chxler  No.  60141). 

iNTXaSTATB  COMMEBCE  COMKISSION 

Contact:  Mr.  Bichard  Chals,  8tq>ervisory 
AtUn-ney  Advisor  for  the  Environmental  Staff. 
Room  2376,  12th  St.  and  OoDstitutkm  Ave.. 
NW,  202-343-2086. 

Draft 

Commercial  Zones  and  Terminal  Areas, 
January  27:  Proposed  is  the  institutUm  of 
a  rulemaking  proceeding  for  the  purpose  of 
proposing  an  expansion  of  the  population- 
mileage  formula  used  to  determine  the  com¬ 
mercial  zones  and  terminal  areas  of  motor 
carriers  and  freight  forwarders,  approval  of 
the  proposed  fmmula  expansion  may  result 
in  a  decrease  in  the  amoimt  of  interlining 
and  mileage  which  is  currently  involved  in 
performing  service  to  shippers  located  in  out¬ 
lying  metropolitan  areas.  Current  patterns  of 
metropolitan  land  use  may  be  affected.  (ELB 
Order  No.  60122). 

National  AxaoNAxmcs  and  Space 
ADiONiarrxATiON 

Contact:  Mr.  Nathaniel  B.  Cohen,  Dlrectm, 
Oflice  of  Pcdicy  Analysts,  Code  ADA-1,  400 
Maryland  Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.O. 
20646,  302-765-8483. 

Draft 

Overiand  Transpenrt  ot  the  NASA  ^>aoe 
Shuttle  Orbiter  between  UJS.  Air  Force  Plant 
42.  Palmdale,  California  and  the  Dryden 
Flight  Besearch  Center.  Edwards  Air  Fence 
Base,  Cailfomla,  January  27:  Pre^Kwed  is  the 
ovorland  transport  of  NASA  Spi^e  Shuttle 
Orblters  from  their  final  assembly  potut  at 
Palmdale  to  the  Mte  of  initial  flight  tests. 
Construction  will  include  1  mile  of  new  road¬ 
way.  16A  miles  of  widened  roadway.  2A  miles 
of  paving  oa  unpaved  roadways,  and  relocat¬ 
ing  10  miles  ot  utility  lines.  Adverse,  effects 
include  infrequent  and  short  traffie  disrup¬ 
tions.  slight  increase  in  noise  and  air  poUut- 
ants  during  construction  and  tranqKirt  op¬ 
erations.  and  rMocatloii  or  removal  of  about 
20  trees.  Easements  will  be  aeq^dred  from 
property  owners  along  the  right  of  way  to 
pennit  the  construction  and  tmobetructed 
passage  the  orlfiter. 

DePARTMENT  OT  TSANSPOaTAnON 

Contact:  Dr.  Martin  Conviassr,  Director. 
OfBoe  Envlrcmmental  Affairs,  US.  Depart¬ 
ment  ot  Transportation,  400  7th  Street,  SW-  . 
WaMiington.  D.C.  30S00.  203-438-4867. 

FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMINISTRATION 

Draft 

Mount  Pleasant  Municipal  Airport,  Isa¬ 
bella  County.  Midi.,  January  37:  The  project 
consists  of  improvements  to  the  Mount 
Pleasant  Municipal  Airport  to  increass  safety 
and  efficient  use  of  the  airport.  The  project 
Includes  the  extension  of  the  runway  600 
feet,  the  widening  of  two  access  taxiwayB  to 
40  feet,  the  construction  of  a  200  x  170  foot 
apron  addition,  tha  installation  of  lighting, 
the  clearing  of  brush  and  trsss;  and  the  rtfo- 
catloa  of  lighting  equipment  and  controis  to 
a  new  administration  building.  Tbs  project 
will  result  In  Increased  noise  and  air  pollu¬ 
tion.  (EL&  Order  No.  60123) . 


FBOEAL  HICHMAT  ADMINISTRATION 

Draft 

El  Toro  Boad.  Orange  County.  CaUf-  Jan-  . 
uary  36:  Proposed  is  a  3.75  mile  emrider 
which  would  realign  existing  El  Toro 
(PAS  1279(9),  Country  Road  18)  between 
2.6  miles  northerly  of  Trahuco  Road  and  Live 
Oak  Canytm  Road,  Orange  County.  Califor¬ 
nia.  The  ultimate  project  will  consist  of  36 
feet  at  pavement,  8-foot-wide  Mioulder,  a 
10-foot-wlde  median  and  a  80-foot-wlde 
parkway  strip.  Adverse  effects  include  re¬ 
moval  of  some  eucalyptus  trees  and  hig^  cut 
slopes,  and  the  crossing  of  between  two  and 
six  archeological  sites.  Most  of  the  alignments 
would  rsDoove  two  houses  and  one  commer¬ 
cial  building.  (ELB  Order  No.  60117) . 

South  Knoxville  Bouleviml.  UB.  441  to  SH. 
168.  Knox  County.  Tenn.,  January  26:  Pro¬ 
posed  is  the  construction  of  a  muittlane  free¬ 
way  from  Chapman  Highway  (UB.  Route 
441)  near  the  south  city  limits  of  Knoxville 
that  would  extend  through  South  Knoxville, 
cross  the  Tshneasee  River  and  connect  into 
the  CBD  Loon.  Project  length  is  approxi¬ 
mately  five  miles.  Adverse  effects  Include  the 
commitment  of  85  to  46  acres  of  undevdoped 
land  for  rlgdit-of-way.  and  tnersaasd  con¬ 
centrations  of  autoraobtle-produeed  air 
pollutants.  The  proposed  facility  will  dis¬ 
place  between  171  and  191  households  snd 
between  16  and  36  businesses  dspendlng  on 
(fitematlve  location  selection.  (ELB  Order 
NO.  60118). 

State  Route  96.  Rock  Creek  to  Johnson 
Cltv,  Unicoi.  Carter,  and  Washtngtou  County, 
Tenn.,  Januairv  36:  TTie  prepoeed  proieet  is 
an  Improvement  of  State  Route  86  between 
Rook  Creek  north  of  Erwin  to  soutli  of  John¬ 
son  City.  Tennessee.  This  porjeet  extends  ap¬ 
proximately  12.0  miles  through  three  coun¬ 
ties.  and  is  propqsed  to  provide  four  traffic- 
carrying  lanes  throughout  the  entire  length 
of  the  project.  Adverse  effects  tnetude  some 
Inevitable  soli  erosion  snd  sfltatkm  of 
streams  as  a  result  of  construction.  A  total 
of  161  families  and  one  business  wUl  be  dis¬ 
placed.  (ELB  Order  No.  60137) . 

Loop  463.  Victoria  County  Tex.,  Janu¬ 
ary  26:  Proposed  is  the  development  of  a 
north  loop  around  the  Cltv  of  Victoria.  Texas. 
The  project  begins  at  the  Junction  of  US 
Highways  09  and  77  southwest  of  Victoria, 
then  extends  north,  northeasterly,  east  and 
southeasterly  tenntnattng  at  the  Junction  of 
the  Loop  175-BTnTOttghsvnie  Road  inter¬ 
section.  east  of  Victoria.  Project  length  is  14.4 
miles,  an  on  new  location.  Adverse  effects  in¬ 
clude  the  acQulsItlon  of  610  acres  of  addi¬ 
tional  right-of-way,  and  the  disnlacement  of 
15  famines  and  4  businesses.  (ELR  Order  No. 
60114). 

S.T.H.  88.  River  FAfis-Hudson  Road,  Pierce, 
and  St.  CrrAx  County,  WIs.,  January  29: 
ProDoeed  are  two  eepiuwte,  but  contiguous 
ffTH  36  projects,  the  River  TMls  Bypass,  or 
Southern  Section,  and  STH  65  to  1-94  Road, 
or  Northern  Section.  The  Bypass  or  South¬ 
ern  Section  constats  of  the  relocation  of  STH 
85  beginning  1.38  miles  south  of  Its  inter¬ 
section  with  STH  99.  and  proceeding  north- 
erty  around  the  east  side  of  the  city  of  River 
Falls,  rejoining  existing  STH  85  approxl- 
matriy  0J6  mile  nmth  of  STH  65.  The  North¬ 
ern  Section  consists  of  STH  38  begin  located 
along  or  adjacent  to  existing  STH  35  from 
the  north  end  of  the  Bypass  to  1-94.  Ad¬ 
vene  effects  Include  dl^laosment  of  ap¬ 
proximately  7  dwellings  and  travenal 
through  farmland,  woodlands,  and  stream 
bottoms.  (ELR  Order  No.  60132) . 

Final 

Vtoencs  Ayenue,  Bkwnflald  Ave.  to  TMe- 
gr^>h  Bd.,  Los  Angeles  Ooun^  Oaltf  „  Jani^ 
ary  80:  Proposed  Is  the  oonstruetton  ot  m 
1.30  mile  segment  of  narenc#  Avenue  txaax 
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Bloomfield  Avenue  to  Telegraph  Road  on  new 
alignment.  The  project  will  Include  full 
width  construction  to  major  highway  stand¬ 
ards  Including  a  raised  median  with  tiimlng 
lanes,  sidewalks,  and  drainage  facilities.  Ap¬ 
proximately  8.7  acres  will  be  acquired  for  the 
project  displacing  eight  residential  struc- 
tmes  and  five  residential  garages.  Thirty-five 
trees  will  be  removed  and  there  will  be  an 
Increase  In  vehicular  noise  experienced  by 
occupants  nearby.  (Comments  made  by: 
State  agencies.  (ELR  Order  No.  60139) . 

Vista  Avenue  Ridenbaugh  Canal  UB.  30 
Connection,  Ada  County  Idaho,  January  26: 
The  proposed  project  consists  of  improving 
the  existing  Vista  Avenue-Federal  Law  (UB. 
30)  connection  in  Boise  City,  Idaho,  Includ¬ 
ing  the  Improvement  of  three  intersections, 
realignment  of  through  routes,  and  widening 
rights-of-way  to  provide  for  the  projected  In¬ 
crease  In  through  traffic  fiow.  Adverse  impacts 
include  the  displacement  of  families  and 
businesses,  construction  disruption  and  the 
gradual  conversion  of  residential  land  to 
commercial  use.  Comments  made  by:  USDA, 
DOO,  HUD,  EPA,  and  State  and  local  agen¬ 
cies.  (ELR  Order  No.  60105) . 

Moscow  Couplet,  UB.  95,  Latah  County 
Idaho,  January  26:  The  proposed  highway 
project  Is  the  Improvement  of  congested 
traffic  conditions  on  UB.  95  through  the  city 
of  Moscow  In  Latah  Coimty,  Idaho,  by  the 
use  of  one-way  couplet  system.  Total  length 
of  the  project  would  be  approximately  1 
mile,  with  provision  for  cimbs  and  gutters 
and  on-street  parking  where  feasible.  Ad¬ 
vise  Impacts  vary  by  alternative.  Comments 
made  by:  PPA,  DOI,  DOC,  COF,  HUD,  and 
State  agencies  and  Interested  Individuals. 
(ELR  Order  No.  60119) . 

XniBAN  MASS  TRANSPOBTATION 
AOMimSTEATIOK 

Final 

5th  and  6th  Avenues  Transit  Mall,  Port¬ 
land,  Oreg.,  January  29:  This  project  en¬ 
tails  the  construction  of  a  transit  mall  on 
Fifth  and  Sixth  Avenues  from  Burnside 
Street  to  Madison  Street  in  downtown  Port¬ 
land  to  provide  for  predominantly  exclusive 
use  of  the  streets  by  Trl-Met  buses.  Per¬ 
manent  adverse  impacts  Include  increased 
nitrogen  oxide  and  noise  levels  on  Fifth  and 
Sixth  Avenues,  increased  auto  traffic  on 
streets  parallel  to  the  mall,  and  modified 
access  to  many  properties.  Temporary  con¬ 
struction  disruption  will  also  occur.  Com¬ 
ments  made  by:  DOC,  EPA,  HUD.  DOI,  and 
State  and  local  agencies.  (ELR  Order  No. 
60129) . 

In  the  Federal  Register  of  January  23. 
1976,  the  Council  on  Enyironmental 
Quality  published  a  notice  of  availability 
concerning  the  final  environmental  im¬ 
pact  statement  on  the  proposed  Los  An¬ 
geles  Dam  and  Reservoir  Project,  San 
Fernando  Valley,  Los  Angeles  County, 
California.  It  has  come  to  the  Council’s 
attention  that  there  has  not  been  full 
distribution  of  the  statement.  Because 
of  Uiis,  the  thirty  (30)  day  commenting 
period  will  not  begin  until  CEQ  receives 
assurances  from  the  Department  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  that 
there  has  been  full  distribution  of  this 
document. 

Oart  L.  Widman, 
General  CounseL 

(FR  Doc.76-3636  Filed  a-»-TS;t:45  am]  ' 


COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  REGULATION 
OF  CONTRACT  MARKETS  AND  SELF- 
REGULATORY  ASSOCIATIONS 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
Section  10(a)  of  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act,  5  U.S.C.  App.  1,  S  10(a), 
that  the  Commodity  Futures  Trading 
Commission  Advisory  Committee  on 
Regulation  of  Contract  Markets  and 
Self -Regulatory  Associations  (“Advisory 
Committee  on  Market  Regulation")  will 
conduct  a  public  meeting  on  February  25, 
1976,  at  the  Madison  Hotel,  15th  and  M 
Streets,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  begin¬ 
ning  at  9:00  a.m. 

The  summarized  agenda  for  the  meet¬ 
ing,  at  which  the  Advisory  CTcmimittee 
will  consider  the  following,  is: 

(1)  (Criteria  to  be  used  in  determining 
what  self  regulatory  role  the  Commission 
should  require  of  the  industry,  and 

(2)  Application  of  those  criteria  to 
various  rule  making  and  enforcement 
areas. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public.  The 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  is  empow¬ 
ered  to  conduct  the  meeting  in  a  fa^on 
that  will,  in  his  judgment,  facilitate  the 
orderly  conduct  of  business.  Any  member 
of  the  public  that  wishes  to  file  a  written 
statement  with  the  Committee  shoidd 
mail  a  copy  of  the  statement  to  ITie  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  on  Market  Regulation. 
Commodity  Futures  Trading  Commis¬ 
sion,  1120  Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20036,  at  least  five  days 
before  the  meeting.  Members  of  the  pub¬ 
lic  that  wish  to  make  oral  statements 
should  inform  Margaret  Harrison,  tele¬ 
phone  (202)  254-8955,  at  least  five  days 
before  the  meeting,  and  reasonable  pro¬ 
vision  will  be  made  for  their  appearance 
on  the  agenda. 

The  Commission  is  maintaining  a  list 
of  persons  interested  in  the  operations 
of  this  advisory  committee  and  will  mail 
notice  of  the  meeting  of  the  committee 
to  those  persons.  Interested  persons  may 
have  their  names  placed  on  this  list  by 
writing  DeVan  L.  Shumway,  Director, 
Office  of  Public  Information,  Commodity 
Futures  Trading  Commission,  1120  Con¬ 
necticut  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20036. 

Dated:  February  2, 1976. 

William  T.  Baglet, 
Chairman,  Commodity 
Futures  Trading  Commission. 
[FR  Doc.76-3478  Filed  2-3-76;8:46  am] 


ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  DEFINITION 
AND  REGULATION  OF  MARKET  INSTRU¬ 
MENTS 

Notice  of  Change  In  Meeting  Date 
Notice  is  hereby  given  of  a  change  in 
the  dates  oi  the  Advisory  Committee  on 


Definiti(m  and  Regulation  of  Market  In¬ 
struments  Subcommittees  on  Commodity 
Options  and  Futures,  Forward  and  Lever¬ 
age  Contracts.  The  Futures,  Forward 
and  Leverage  Contracts  Subcommittee 
will  meet  on  February  10,  rather  than  on 
February  11,  1976;  the  Commodity  Op¬ 
tions  Subcommittee  will  meet  on  Febru¬ 
ary  11,  rather  than  on  February  10, 1976 
as  stated  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
January  23.  1976  (41  F.R.  3502-3).  As 
indicated,  these  meetings  will  be  held  at 
the  Madison  Hotel,  15th  and  M  Streets, 
NW„  Washington,  D.C.,  beginning  at 
9:30  ajn. 

Dated:  February  3,  1976. 

William  T.  Bagley, 
Chairman,  Commodity 
Futures  Trading  Commission. 

[FR  Doc.76-3702  FUed  2-5-76:8:45  am] 

DEFENSE  MANPOWER  COMMISSION 

UTILIZATION  OF  WOMEN  AND  RACIAL 
MINORITIES,  MANAGEMENT  AND  REP¬ 
RESENTATIONAL  POLICY 

»  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub. 
L.  92-463),  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  Commissioners  of  the  Defense  Man¬ 
power  Commission  will  meet  on  Febru¬ 
ary  13,  1976  at  9:00  a.m.  in  the  New 
Executive  Office  Building,  Room  2008, 
726  j8u:kson  Place,  NW..  Washington. 
D.C.  20036.  The  purpose  of  the  meeting 
will  be  to  discuss  the  Utilization  of 
Women  and  Racial  Minorities  in  the 
Department  of  Defense;  Defense  Man¬ 
power  Management  and  Representa¬ 
tional  Policy.  The  above  issues  are 
subject  to  change  dependent  upon  staff 
progress,  and  other  subjects  may  be  sub¬ 
stituted. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic.  Because  of  limited  space,  interested 
persons  wishing  to  attend  should  tele¬ 
phone  (202)  254-7803  prior  to  each 
meeting. 

Dated:  February  2,  1976. 

Bruce  Palmer,  Jr.. 
General,  USA  (.Ret.) 
Executive  Director. 
[FR  Doc.76-3525  Filed  2-6-76;8:46  am] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 
BROADCAST  STATIONS 
Application 

February  2,  1976. 

The  following  application,  seeking  the 
facilities  of  former  station  KDOV,  Med¬ 
ford,  Oregon  (not  to  be  confused  with  the 
present  station  KDOV,  Ashland,  Oregon 
(1350  kHz,  1  kW,  Day) ,  has  been  accepted 
for  filing.  Public  Notice  of  the  acc^tance 
of  the  applicaticm  was  released  by  the 
Commission  on  December  31,  1975.  The 
Commission’s  decision  denying  the  re¬ 
newal  of  the  license  of  KDOV,  Medford, 
Oregon,  was  affirmed  by  the  United 
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States  Court  ot  Appeals  for  the  District 
of  Columbia  Circuit  on  February  3, 1975. 
The  Commission  will  also  accept  any 
other  applications  for  consolidation  with 
this  Explication  which  propose  essentially 
the  same  facilities.  Since  there  are  pres¬ 
ently  six  aural  broadcast  stations  pres¬ 
ently  (derating  in  Medford,  interim  pro¬ 
posals  to  (xerate  on  1300  kHz  are  not 
being  invited. 

BP-20182  New,  Medford,  Oregon  Rouge  Valley 

Broadcasting  Corporation  Beq;  1300  kHz, 

5  kW,  Day 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
1.227(b)(1)  and  1.591(b)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules,  an  application,  in  order 
to  be  considered  with  this  application, 
must  be  tendered  no  later  than  March  23, 
1976. 

The  attention  of  any  party  in  Interest 
desiring  to  file  pleadings  concerning  this 
application,  pursuant  to  section  309(d) 
(1)  of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934, 
as  amended.  Is  directed  to  section  1.580 
(i)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  for  the  pro¬ 
visions  governing  the  time  of  filing  and 
other  requirements  relating  to  such 
pleadings. 

Adopted:  January  28,  1976. 

Released:  P^niary  2,  1976. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

VicENT  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

JFR  DOC.76-S644  Piled  2-6-76:8:45  am) 


(Docket  No.  20688:  File  No.  BRr-917] 

HOLIDAY  BROADCASTING  CORP. 

Order  Designating  Application  for  Hearing 

on  Stated  Issues  and  Notice  of  Apparent 

LiabHity 

In  re  application  of:  Holiday  Broad¬ 
casting  Corporation  (WAIR)  Winston- 
Salem,  North  Carolina  for  renewal  of 
license. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  the  captioned  application 
and  its  inquiries  into  the  operation  by 
Holiday  Broadcasting  Corporation,  of 
Station  WAIR,  Winston-Salem,  North 
Carolina. 

2.  Information  before  the  Commission 
raises  serious  question  as  to  whether  the 
captioned  applicant  possesses  the  quali¬ 
fications  to  be  or  to  remain  a  licensee  of 
the  captioned  station.  In  view  of  these 
questions,  the  Commission  is  unable  to 
find  that  a  grant  of  the  renewal  appli¬ 
cation  would  serve  the  public  interest, 
convenience  and  necessity,  and  must, 
therefore,  designate  the  application  for 
hearing. 

3.  Accmxlingly,  it  is  ordered.  That  the 
captioned  application  IS  DESIGNATED 
FOR  HELARING  pursuant  to  Section  309 
(e)  of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934, 
as  amended,  at  a  time  and  place  speci¬ 
fied  In  a  subsequent  Order,  \ux>n  the  fol¬ 
lowing  Issues: 

(a)  To  determine  whether,  and  If  ao 
the  extent  to  which,  the  licensee 
in  fraudulent  UUing  practices  or  failed 
to  exercise  reasonable  diligence  to  see 


that  Its  agents  and/w  employees  did  not 
aigage  in  fraudulent  billing  practices  in 
the  operation  of  Station  WAIR,  in  vio¬ 
lation  of  Section  73.1205  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules; 

(b)  To  determine  all  the  facts  and 
circumstances  surrounding  the  conduct, 
in  the  spring  of  1974  of  the  “Key  Club 
Bicycle  Promotion’’  and,  in  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced,  whether  such  promo¬ 
tion  was  conducted  in  full  compliance 
with  Commission  policy. 

(c)  To  determine  whether,  and  if  so 
the  extent  to  which,  the  licensee  made 
misrepresentations  to  the  Commission: 
and 

(d)  To  determine,  in  light  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  adduced  under  the  preceding  is¬ 
sues,  whether  the  applicant  possesses  the 
requisite  qualifications  to  be  or  to  re¬ 
main  a  licensee  of  the  Commission,  and 
whether  a  grant  of  the  captioned  appli¬ 
cation  would  serve  the  public  interest, 
convenience  and  necessity. 

4.  ms  FURTHER  ORDERED,  ’That 
the  c:!hief.  Broadcast  Bureau,  is  directed 
to  serve  upon  the  captioned  applicant 
within  thirty  (30)  days  of  the  release  of 
this  Order,  a  Bill  of  Particulars  with 
respect  to  issues  (a) ,  (b)  and  (c) . 

5.  ms  FURTHER  ORDERED,  That, 
if  it  is  determined  that  the  hearing  rec¬ 
ord  does  not  warrant  an  order  denying 
the  captioned  applicaticm  for  renewal 
of  license  for  Station  WAIR  it  shall  also 
be  determined  whether  the  applicant  has 
willfully  or  repeatedly  viola^  Section 
73.1305  of  the  Commission’s  Rules.^  If  so, 
it  shall  also  be  determined  whether  an 
Order  of  Forfeiture  pursuant  to  Section 
503(b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  in  the  amount  of 
$10,oio0  or  some  lesser  amount,  should  * 
be  Issued  for  violations  which  occurred 
within  one  year  preceding  the  issuance 
ot  the  Bill  of  Particulars  in  this  matter. 

6.  ms  FURTHER  ORDERED,  That 
this  document  constitutes  a  Notice  of  Ap¬ 
parent  Liability  for  forfeiture  for  viola¬ 
tion  of  Section  73.1205  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules.  ’The  Ccxnmission  has 
determined  that,  in  every  case  desig¬ 
nated  for  hearing  involving  revocation  or 
denial  of  renewal  of  license  for  alleged 
vicdations  which  also  come  within  the 
purview  of  Section  503  (b>  of  the  Act, 
it  shall,  as  a  matter  of  course,  include 
this  forfeiture  notice  so  as  to  maintain 
the  fullest  possible  flexibility  of  action. 
Since  the  procedure  is  thus  a  routine  or 
standard  one,  we  stress  that  inclusion  of 
this  Notice  is  not  be  taken  as  in  anyway 
indicating  what  the  initial  or  final  dis¬ 
position  of  the  case  should  be;  that  judg¬ 
ment  is,  of  course,  to  be  made  on  the 
facts  of  each  case. 

7.  rr  IS  FUR’THER  ORDERED,  That 
the  Broadcast  Bureau  proceed  with  the 
Initial  presentation  of  the  evidence  with 
respect  to  Issues  (a),  (b)  and  (c)  and 
the  applicant  then  proceed  with  Its  evi¬ 
dence  and  have  the  burden  of  establish¬ 
ing  that  it  possesses  the  requisite  quali¬ 
fications  to  be  a  licensee  of  the 


^8ee  BUI  ot  Partteman  tor  (q>eclflc  dates 
of  each  alleged  violation. 


Commission  and  that  a  grant  of  its  ap¬ 
plication  would  serve  the  public  interest, 
convenience  and  necessity. 

8.  IT  IS  FURTHER  ORDERED,  That 
to  avail  itself  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicant  herein,  pursuant  to 
Section  1.221  of  the  Commission’s  Rules, 
in  person  or  by  attorney,  shall  file  with 
the  C(xnmission,  within  twenty  (20)  days 
of  the  mailing  of  this  Order,  a  written 
appearance  in  triplicate,  stating  an  in¬ 
tention  to  appear  on  the  date  fixed  for 
the  hearing  and  present  evidence  on  the 
issues  specified  in  this  order. 

9.  ms  FURTHER  ORDERED,  That 

the  applicant  herein,  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  311(a)(2)  of  the  Communicatimis 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  and  Section 
1.594  of  the  Commission’s  Rvdes,  shall 
give  notice  of  the  hearing  within  the 
time  and  in  the  manner  prescribed  in 
such  Rule  and  shall  advise  the  Commis¬ 
sion  thereof  as  required  by  Section  1.594 
(g)  of  the  Rules. _ 

10.  IT  IS  FURTHER  ORDERED.  ’That 
the  Secretary  of  the  Commission  send  a 
copy  of  this  Order  by  Certified  Mail — 
Return  Receipt  Requested  to  Holiday 
Broadcasting  Corporation,  licensee  of 
WAIR,  Winston-Salem,  North  Carolina. 

Ad(H>ted:  January  20, 1976. 

Released:  January  30, 1976. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,*  > 

Vincent  J.  Mullins, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-3646  Filed  2-6-76:8:46  am) 

(Docket  No.  20418;  RM-2346] 

TV  STATIONS 

Table  of  Assignments;  Extension  of 
Comment  Period 

In  the  matter  of  petition  for  Rule  Mak¬ 
ing  to  Amend  Television  ’Table  of  Assign¬ 
ments  to  Add  New  VHF  Stations  in  the 
T(x  *100  Markets  and  to  Insure  that  the 
New  Stations  Maximize  Diversity  of 
Ownership.  Ccmtrol  and  Programming. 

1.  A  Notice  of  Inquiry  and  Memoran¬ 
dum  Opinionand  Order  (FCC  75-374) 
(40  FR  45873)  adopted  April  1.  1975,  in¬ 
stituted  the  above-captioned  proceeding. 
’The  date  for  filing  comments  was  De¬ 
cember  15,  1975,  and  the  date  for  filing 
r^ly  (XKnments  is  January  30,  1976. 

2.  The  Commission  has  before  it  a  Re¬ 
quest  for  Extension  of  Time  Within 
WMch  to  File  R^ly  Comments,  filed  by 
the  law  firm  of  Pierson,  Ball  &  Dowd. 
’This  request  seeks  a  thirty-day  extension 
for  filing  reply  comments.  ’Ihe  request 
states  that  the  extension  is  necessary  be¬ 
cause  of  the  volume  of  the  comments 
filed  in  this  proceeding  and  the  time 
required  to  secure  c<xies  of  these  docu¬ 
ments  and  to  analyze  them  in  a  mean¬ 
ing^  fa^on. 

8.  We  were  aware  of  the  complexity 
of  the  issues  raised  by  this  Inquiry  when 
we  set  the  original  cut-off  dates  and 
when  we  granted  previous  extensions  of 


•  Commissioner  Washburn  absent. 
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time  which  we  thought  to  be  sufficient. 
However,  In  view  of  the  number  of  cmn- 
ments  filed,  and  their  complex  engineer¬ 
ing  and  legal  content,  we  are  disposed  to 
grant  an  extension,  but  consider  10  da3rs 
for  the  filing  of  reply  comments  to  be 
adequate. 

4.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  IT  IS 
ORDERED,  That  the  request  for  exten¬ 
sion  of  time  in  which  to  file  reply  com¬ 
ments  IS  GRANTED  IN  PART,  and  that 
the  date  for  filing  reply  comments  in 
this  proceeding  IS  EXTENDED  from 
January  30,  1976,  to  and  including  Feb¬ 
ruary  9,  1976. 

5.  This  action  is  taken  pursuant  to 
authority  found  in  Sections  4(1),  5(d) 
(1),  and  303(r)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  and  Secti<xi 
0.281  of  the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Adopted:  January  28, 1976. 

Released:  January  30, 1976. 

Federal  Comhunications 
Commission, 

Wallace  E.  Johnson, 

Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau. 

[FB  Doc.76-3642  PUed  2-&-76;8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

[No.  76-4] 

ANCHORAGE,  ALASKA  v.  SEA-LAND 
SERVICE,  INC. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Complaint 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  c(Hn- 
plaint  filed  by  the  City  of  Anchorage, 
Alaska  against  Sea-Land  Service,  Inc. 
was  served  February  2,  1976.  Complain¬ 
ant  alleges  that  respondent  has  violated 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916  by 
attempting  to  induce  complainant  to 
grant  it  special  and  preferential  privi¬ 
leges  not  available  to  other  carriers  and 
which  are  not  granted  by  an  agreement 
approved  pursuant  to  section  15. 

Hearing  in  this  matter  shall  commence 
on  or  before  August  2, 1976. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-3701  FUed  2-6-76;8:46  am] 


INTER-AMERICAN  FREIGHT  CONFERENCE 
Notice  of  Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  Inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street  NW., 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  San 
Francisco,  California  and  Old  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  Including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington. 
D.C.  20573,  on  or  before  March  8,  1976. 


Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  agreement  shall  lurovlde  a  clear 
and  concise  statement  of  the  matters 
upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce  evi¬ 
dence.  An  allegation  of  discrimination 
or  unfairness  shall  be  accompanied  by 
a  statement  describing  the  discrimina¬ 
tion  or  unfairness  with  particularity.  If 
a  violation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to 
the  commerce  of  the  United  States  is 
alleged,  the  statement  shall  set  forth 
with  particularity  the  acts  and  circum¬ 
stances  said  to  constitute  such  violation 
or  detriment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing 
the  agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  by: 

Wade  S.  Hooker,  Jr..  Esquire.  Casey,  Lane 

&  Mlttendorf.  26  Broadway,  New  York, 

New  York  10004 

Agreemait  No.  9648-A-7,  among  the 
member  lines  of  the  Inter-American 
Freight  Conference,  modifies  the  organic 
agreement  (1)  by  deleting  from  Section 
A  of  the  agreement  Uruguay,  Argen¬ 
tina  and  Paraguay  and  establishing  an 
additional  Section  D  which  will  encom¬ 
pass  the  trade  from  U.S.  Atlantic  and 
Gulf  ports  to  ports  in  Uruguay,  Argen¬ 
tina  and  Paraguay;  (2)  by  increasing 
the  admission  fee  from  U5.  $5,000  to 
U.S.  $50,000;  and  (3)  by  providing  that 
a  prospective  member,  not  already  op¬ 
erative  as  a  common  carrier  in  the  con¬ 
ference  trade,  must  demonstrate  “the 
caiJability  to  operate  in  the  trade  cov¬ 
ered  by  the  applicable  Section  of  at  least 
three  owned  or  long  term  chartered  ves¬ 
sels  adopted  to  the  characteristics  of 
the  traffic,”  in  order  to  qualify  for  mem¬ 
bership  in  the  conference. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated:  February  3, 1976. 

Francis  C.  Htjrney, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-3700  PUed  2-S-76;8:45  am] 


MED^ULF  CONFERENCE 
Notice  of  Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  agreement  has  been  filed  with 
the  Commission  for  approval  pursuant 
to  section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916, 
as  amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat  763, 
46  UB.C.  814) . 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street  NW., 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  San 
Francisco,  California  and  Old  San  Juan. 
Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments.  including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20573,  on  or  before  March  8,  1976. 
Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  <m  the 


IHoposed  agreement  shall  provide  a 
clear  and  concise  statement  of  the  mat¬ 
ters  upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce 
evidence.  An  allegation  of  discrimina¬ 
tion  or  unfairness  shall  be  accompanied 
by  a  statement  describing  the  discrimi¬ 
nation  or  unfairness  with  particularity. 

If  a  violation  of  the  Act  or  detriment 
to  the  commerce  of  the  United  States  is 
alleged,  the  statement  shall  set  forth 
with  particularity  the  acts  and  circum¬ 
stances  said  to  ccmstitute  such  violation 
or  detriment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Piled  by: 

Stanley  O.  Sher,  Esquire,  BlUlg.  Sher  8c 
Jones.  P.C.  1126  Sixteenth  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20006 

Agreement  No.  9522-24  among  the 
members  of  the  above  named  confer¬ 
ence  amends  the  basic  agreement  to 
provide  for  a  special  section  to  set  rates 
and  brokerage  on  C^tral  European 
cargo  loaded  at  Trieste. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated:  February  3, 1976. 

Francis  C.  Hornet, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-3699  PUed  2-5-76;8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  Noe.  CP76-220  and  <n76-346] 

ARKANSAS  LOUISIANA  GAS  CO.,  ET  AL 

Complaint  and  Petition  for  Declaratory 
Order 

January  29,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  December  22. 1975, 
Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Company 
(Arkla) ,  P.O.  Box  1734,  Shreveport,  Lou¬ 
isiana  71151,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP76- 
220  pursuant  to  Section  1.6  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.6)  a  complaint  alleging 
that  Amarex,  Inc.’s  (Amarex) ,  share  of 
the  gas  from  the  Helmerich  b  Pujne 
Chipp  “C”  Na  1  WeU  (Cupp  C  WeU)  in 
Beckham  County,  Oklahoma,  is  dedi¬ 
cated  to  Arkla  under  a  contract  dated 
June  6,  1970,  but  that  Amarex  refuses  to 
recognize  that  the  gas  is  so  dedicated. 
Arkla  requests  that  the  Commission  is¬ 
sue  an  appropriate  order  directing  the 
sale  and  delivery  to  Arkla  by  Amarex  of 
its  share  of  gas  production  from  the 
Chipp  C  WelL  Take  further  notice  that 
on  January  14,  1976,  Amarex.  200  North 
Harvey,  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma 
73102,  filed  in  Docket  No.  Cn76-346  pur¬ 
suant  to  SecticMi  1.7(c)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  cm  1.7(c) )  a  petition  for  a  declara¬ 
tory  order  terminating  the  controversy 
between  Amarex  and  Arkla  concerning 
the  sale  of  natural  gas  produced  frc«n 
and  attributable  to  Amarex’s  Interest  in 
the  Cupp  C  Well.  Amarex  requests  that 
the  Commission  declare  that  gas  produc¬ 
tion  attributable  to  its  Interest  in  the 
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Cupp  C  Well  is  not  dedicated  to  Arkla  in 
interstate  commerce.  The  requests  of 
Arkla  and  Amarex  are  more  fully  set 
forth  in  their  resp>ective  pleadings  which 
are  on  file  with  the  Ccanmission  and  (^n 
to  public  inspection. 

The  circumstances  siuroimding  the 
instant  controversy  are  said  by  Amarex 
to  be  as  follows: 

On  May  4,  1967,  certain  trustees  for 
the  testamentary  trust  of  S.  B.  DeLappe 
(Lessor)  entered  into  a  lease'  (1967 
Lease)  with  Sinclair  Oil  and  Gas  Com¬ 
pany  (Sinclair)  covering  the  SE^  sec. 
22,  T.  10  N.,  R.  26  W.,  Beckham  Co\mty, 
Oklahoma.  The  1967  Lease  was  to  remain 
in  force  for  a  term  ending  September  26, 
1972.  On  January  15,  1970,  Sinclair  as¬ 
signed  its  leasehold  interest  to  Amarex. 
On  June  6,  1970,  Amarex  and  Arkla 
entered  into  a  gas  purchase  contract  pro¬ 
viding  for  the  sale  to  Arkla  of  natural  gas 
produced  imder  the  terms  of  certain  con¬ 
tract  leases,  including  the  1967  Lease. 
Prior  to  the  termination  of  the  1967  Lease 
natural  gas  deliveries  commenced  to 
Arkla  under  the  June  6,  1970,  contract, 
however,  no  natural  gas  was  produced 
under  the  terms  of  the  1967  Lease.  By 
lease  dated  April  18,  1972,  Lessors  ex¬ 
tended  Amarex’s  lease-hold  interest  for 
a  term  of  5  years  commencing  Septem¬ 
ber  27,  1972.  On  February  17,  1975, 
Helmerich  and  Payne,  as  operator  for 
Amarex  and  others,  commenced  the  drill¬ 
ing  of  the  Cupp  C  Well  located  within 
the  1967  Lease  acreage.  The  well  was 
completed  as  a  producer  of  gas  from  the 
Arbuckle  formation  on  August  21,  1975. 
Section  22,  T.  10  N.,  R.  26  W.,  Beckham 
County,  Oklahoma,  has  been  designated 
as  a  640-acre  unit  for  the  production  of 
natural  gas  from  the  Cupp  C  Well,  Other 
owners  of  interest  in  the  unit  are  cur¬ 
rently  selling  gas  produced  therefrom  to 
another  piu'chaser.  Arkla  claims  that 
Amarex’s  interest  in  gas  production  from 
the  C^pp  C  Well  is  dedicated  to  Arkla  in 
interstate  commerce:  Amarex  claims 
that  it  is  not. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  complaint  and/or  petition  for 
declaratory,  order  should  on  or  before 
February  19,  1976,  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a  pro¬ 
test  in  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary 

[PR  Doc.76-3696  FUed  2-5-76;  8 : 45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CI68-55] 

ATLANTIC  RICHFIELD  CO. 

Withdrawal 

January  30,  1976. 

On  December  17,  1975,  Atlantic  Rich¬ 
field  Company  filed  a  motion  to  with¬ 
draw  its  Petition  to  Amend  Certificate 
of  Public  Convenience  and  Necessity  filed 
on  August  14,  1975  in  the  above-desig¬ 
nated  proceeding. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  pursuant  to  Section  1.11(d) 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules  and  Regula¬ 
tions.  the  withdrawal  of  the  above  appli¬ 
cation  became  effective  on  January  16, 
1976. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-3589  Filed  2-5-76:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  ER76-901 

BOSTON  EDISON  CO. 

Curing  of  Deficiency 

January  29,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  Boston  Edison  Com- 
p>any  (Edison)  on  January  23,  1976  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing  revised  cost  data  and 
supporting  testimony  in  the  captioned 
docket.  The  Commission,  by  letter  order 
dated  September  24,  1975,  stated  the  re¬ 
vised  data  were  necessary  to  cure  the  de¬ 
ficiency  of  Edison’s  Rate  S-4  filing  of 
August  27,  1975.  The  affected  customers 
and  FE>C  rate  schedule  designations  are 
as  follows: 

FPC  rate 
schedule 


Custmners:  No. 

Concord  _  47 

Norwood  _  48 

Reading _  49 

Wellesley  _  51 


Edison  asked  that  the  Commission 
permit  the  S-4  rate  to  become  effective 
on  February  23,  1976.  If  the  rate  is  to  be 
suspended,  Sdison  asked  that  the  sus¬ 
pension  period  be  limited  and  that  the 
rate  be  permitted  to  become  effective 
February  27,  1976. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
all  persons  who  petitioned  to  intervene  in 
the  proceeding,  including  the  affected 
jurisdictional  customers,  and  The  Mas- 
.sachusetts  Department  of  Public  Utili¬ 
ties. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street.  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  C!FR  1.8,  1.10).  All  su(di 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  February  13, 1976.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 


file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-3676  PUed  2-5-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  ER76-485] 

CENTRAL  TELEPHONE  &  UTILITIES  CORP. 

Filing 

January  30,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  Central  Telephone  & 
Utilities  Corporation  (Central  Tele¬ 
phone)  on  January  26,  1976,  tendered 
for  filing  “Service  Schedule  D — ^Trans¬ 
mission  Service’’  i>ertaining  to  service 
being  provided  by  Sunfiower  Electric  Co¬ 
operative,  Inc.  in  connection  with  a  sale 
of  energy  by  CJeotral  Telephone  to  C.M.S. 
Electric  Cooperative,  Inc. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  ' 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  February  17,  1976.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  cm  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-3008  FU®d  2-5-76:8:45  am) 


CENTRAL  TELEPHONE  &  UTILITIES  CORP. 

[Docket  No.  ER76-486] 

niing 

January  30,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  Central  Telephone 
&  Utilities  Corporation  (Central  Tele¬ 
phone)  on  January  26,  1976,  tendered 
for  filing  an  addendum  to  its  Rate  Sched¬ 
ule  FPC  No.  75  with  C.M.S.  Electric  Co¬ 
operative,  Inc.  providing  for  the  sale  by 
Central  Telephone  of  10,000  kW  of  ca- 
I>acity  and  associated  energy. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  pietition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  CTapitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CTFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  February  17, 1976.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
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person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
fUhig  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  Inspection. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 
Secretarg. 

[PR  Doc.76-3581  Filed  2-5-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP76-151 

CITIES  SERVICE  GAS  Ca 

Findings  and  Order  After  Statutory  Hearing 
Issuing  Certificate  of  Public  Convenience 
and  Necessity  and  Permitting  and  Ap¬ 
proving  Abandonment 

January  29, 1976. 

Chi  July  15,  1975,  Chties  Service  Gas 
Company  (Applicant)  filed  in  Docket  No. 
C7P7^15  an  application,  as  supplemented 
October  9,  1975,  pursuant  to  Section  7  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  permission  and 
approval  to  abandon  certain  natural  gas 
facilities  and  services  on  its  Wichita- 
Cambridge  pipeline  system  in  Sedgwick, 
Butler,  and  Cowley  Counties,  Kansas, 
and  for  a  certificate  of  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  authorizing  the  con¬ 
struction  and  operation  of  certain  re¬ 
placement  facilities,  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  application,  as  supplemented, 
in  this  proceeding. 

Specifically,  Applicant  proposes  the 
following: 

(1)  To  abandon  by  reclaim  approxi¬ 
mately  32.80  miles  of  12-inch  pipeline  on 
the  Wichita-Cambrldge  system  in  Sedg¬ 
wick.  Butler,  and  Cowley  Counties.  This 
line  was  constructed  in  1906  utilizing 
lapweld  pipe  and  couplings  and  is  now 
deteriorate.  By  reason  of  its  age  and 
condition  and  Applicant’s  changing  re¬ 
quirements,  this  segment  is  operationally 
obsolete  and  uneconomical  to  maintain. 

(2)  To  construct  and  c^jerate  approxi¬ 
mately  7.89  miles  of  8-inch  pipeline  to 
replace  the  western-most  7.89  miles  of 
12-inch  line  proposed  to  be  abandoned 
in  Sedgwick  and  Butler  Counties,  extend¬ 
ing  from  Sedgwick  County  sou^east  to 
the  point  of  delivery  to  The  Gas  Service 
Company  (Gas  Service)  at  the  Aiigusta 
tap. 

(3)  To  constrxict  and  operate  approxi¬ 
mately  2.66  miles  of  3-inch  pip^ine  in 
Butler  Coimty  to  replace  a  similar  length 
of  12-inch  line  to  be  abandonded,  com¬ 
mencing  at  the  Augusta  tap  and  extend¬ 
ing  southeast  to  the  Douglas  town  bor¬ 
der. 

(4)  To  construct  and  operate  approxi¬ 
mately  7.47  miles  of  3-inch  pip^lne  in 
Cowley  Coimty  to  replace  the  eastern¬ 
most  7.47  miles  of  the  12-lnch  fine  to  be 
abandoned,  extending  from  Cambridge 
Junction  northwest  to  the  Atlanta  town 
border. 

The  proposed  abandonment  of  facil¬ 
ities  will  cause  termination  of  service  to 
a  total  of  16  consumers.  Seven  of  these 
customers  are  rural  domestic  customers 
of  Gas  Service,  a  distributor  resale  cus¬ 
tomer  of  Applicant,  and  nine  are  direct 
sale  customers  of  Applicant,  of  which 
eight  are  residential  and  one  is  .sman 
commercial.  Applicant  proposes  to  dis¬ 


continue  such  service  sixty  das^  from  the 
date  it  is  granted  the  requested  aban¬ 
donment  authorization.  No  other  source 
of  natural  gas  service  is  available  to  the 
affected  customers,  but  Applicant  asserts 
that  they  can  readily  be  served  with 
liquid  propane  upon  conversion  of  their 
facilities  for  such  use.  Applicant  pro¬ 
poses  to  reimburse  each  customer  $630.00, 
which  is  the  average  conversion  cost 
estimate  supplied  to  Applicant  by  a  local 
butane  equipment  company.  Each  of 
such  customers  has  been  advised  by  Ap¬ 
plicant  of  its  proposals  and  has  sighed  a 
letter  agreement  agreeing  thereto. 

The  total  estimated  cost  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  construction  in  this  proceeding  is 
$720,000,  which  cost  will  be  financed 
from  treasury  cash. 

The  Commission  finds  that  this  order 
does  not  constitute  a  major  Federal  ac¬ 
tion  having  any  significant  effect  on  the 
human  environment.  The  segments  of 
pipeline  to  be  constructed  will  be  in¬ 
stalled  on  or  adjacent  to  an  existing 
right-of-way  which  passes  through 
sparsely  populated,  agricultural  areas. 

After  due  notice  by  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  July  29,  1975  (40  FR 
31832),  no  petition  to  intervene,  notice 
of  intervention,  or  protest  to  the  grant¬ 
ing  of  the  application  has  been  filed. 

At  a  hearing  held  on  January  27,  1976, 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion  re¬ 
ceived  and  made  a  part  of  the  record  in 
this  proceeding  all  evidence,  including 
the  application,  as  supplemented,  and 
exhibits  thereto,  submitted  in  support 
of  the  authorizations  sought  herein,  and 
upon  consideration  of  the  record. 

The  Commission  finds:  (1)  Applicant, 
Cities  Service  Gas  Company,  a  Delaware 
corporation  having  its  principal  place  of 
business  in  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma,  is 
a  “natural-gas  company”  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  as  here¬ 
tofore  found  by  the  Commission  in  its 
order  of  December  28,  1943,  in  Docket 
No.G-298  (4FPC471). 

(2)  The  facilities  hereinbefore  de¬ 
scribed,  as  more  fully  described  in  the 
application,  as  supplemented,  in  this 
proceeding,  are  to  be  used  in  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  natural  gas  in  interstate 
commerce,  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Commission,  and  the  construction 
and  operation  thereof  by  Applicants  are 
subject  to  the  requirements  of  Subsec¬ 
tions  (c)  and  (e)  of  Section  7  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act. 

(3)  Applicant  is  able  and  willing  prop¬ 
erly  to  do  the  acts  and  to  perform  the 
services  proposed  and  to  conform  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
the  requirements,  rules,  and  regulations 
of  the  Commission  thereunder. 

(4)  The  proposed  construction  and 
operation  of  the  subject  facilities  by  Ap¬ 
plicant  are  required  by  the  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  and  a  certificate 
therefor  should  be  issued  as  hereinafter 
ordered  and  conditioned. 

(5)  The  facilities  and  service  to  be 
abandoned,  as  hereinbefore  described, 
are  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Commission  and  the  abandonment  of 
such  facilities  is  subject  to  the  require¬ 


ments  of  Subsection  (b)  of  Section  7  of 
the  Natural  Glas  Act. 

(6)  The  abandonment  by  Applicant,  as 
hereinbefore  described.  Is  permitted  by 
the  public  convenience  and  necessity, 
and  an  order  authorizing  and  approving 
same  should  be  issued  as  hereinafter 
ordered. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  A  certifi¬ 
cate  of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
is  issued  authorizing  Applicant.  Cfities 
Service  Gas  (Company,  to  construct  and 
operate  the  proposed  facilities  as  herein¬ 
before  described,  all  as  more  fully  de¬ 
scribed  in  the  application,  as  supple¬ 
mented,  in  this  proceeding,  upon  the 
terms  and  conditions  of  this  order. 

(B)  The  certificate  issued  by  para¬ 
graph  (A)  above  and  the  rights  granted 
thereimder  are  conditioned  upon  Appli¬ 
cant’s  compliance  with  all  applicable 
Commission  Regulations  under  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  and  particularly  the  gen¬ 
eral  terms  and  conditions  set  forth  in 
paragraphs  (a),  (c)(3).  (c)(4).  (e), (f), 
and  (g)  of  Section  157.20  of  such  Regu¬ 
lations. 

(C)  ’Ihe  facilities  authorized  shall  be 
constructed  and  placed  in  actual  opera¬ 
tion,  as  provided  by  paragrajA  (b)  of 
Section  157.20  of  the  (Commission’s  Reg- 
xilations  imder  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 
within  one  year  from  the  date  of  this 
order. 

(D)  Permission  for  and  approval  of 
the  abandonment  by  Applicant  of  the  fa¬ 
cilities  and  service  hereinbefore  de¬ 
scribed,  all  as  more  fully  described  in  the 
application,  as  supplemented,  in  this 
proceeding,  are  granted. 

(E)  Applicant  shall  advise  the  Com¬ 
mission  of  the  date  of  said  abandonment 
within  10  days  thereof. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-357a  Filed  2-5-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  Noe.  RP75-105.  and  RP76-10e;  and 
RP76-106  (Pipeline  Production)  ] 

COLUMBIA  GULF  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

AND  COLUMBIA  GAS  TRANSMISSION 

CORP. 

Conference 

January  30. 1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  Tuesday,  Wednes¬ 
day  and  Thursday.  March  2,  3.  and  4, 
1976  CommissicHi  Staff  is  convening  an 
Informal  conference  for  the  purpose  of 
discussing  all  the  issues  connect^  with 
Docket  Nos.  RP75-105  and  RP75-106  and 
RP75-106  (Pipeline  Production)  with  a 
view  toward  settling  these  proceedings. 
These  conferences  will  be  held  in  Room 
5200  of  the  Federal  Power  Commission 
offices,  825  North  Capitol  Street.  NE., 
Washington.  D.C.  20426,  starting  at  10:00 
ajn.  each  day. 

All  parties  in  attendance  will  be  ex- 
I>ected  to  come  fully  prepared  to  discuss 
afi  issues  Involved  in  this  proceeding, 
both  procedural  and  substantive,  and  to 
make  commitments  with  respect  to  such 
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issues  and  any  offers  of  settlement  or 
stipulation  discussed  at  the  conference. 

Customers  and  other  interested  parties 
will  be  permitted  to  attend,  but  if  such 
persons  have  not  previously  been  per¬ 
mitted  to  intervene  by  order  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  attendance  at  the  conference 
will  not  be  deemed  to  authorize  Inter¬ 
vention  as  a  party  In  this  proceeding.  A 
petition  to  Intervene  filed  pursuant  to 
Section  1.8  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  Is  required  for 
that  purpose. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-3592  Piled  2-6-76;8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  ER76-4671 

ELECTRIC  ENERGY,  INC. 

Filing 

January  30,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  19,  1976, 
Electric  Energy,  Inc.  tendered  for  filing 
Supplement  No.  21  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 
No.  4,  dated  January  2, 1976  and  entitled 
“First  Revised  Service  Schedule  B"  to  the 
Interim,  Supplemental  and  Surplus 
Power  Agreement,  Amendment  No.  5. 
This  agreement  is  between  Electric  En¬ 
ergy,  Incorpiorated  (EEInc)  and  Its 
Sponsoring  Companies  (Central  Illinois 
Public  Service  Company  (CIPS) ,  Illinois 
Power  Company  (IP) ,  Kentucky  Utilities 
Company  (KU) ,  and  Union  Electric 
Company  (UE)). 

The  Company  states  that  copies  of 
First  Revised  Service  Schedule  B  have 
been  sent  to  all  the  parties,  to  the  Mis¬ 
souri  Public  Service  Commission,  Jeffer¬ 
son  City,  Missouri,  the  Illinois  Commerce 
Commission,  Springfield,  Illinois,  the 
Kentucky  Public  Service  Commission, 
Frankfort,  Kentucky,  and  to  the  United 
States  Energy  Research  and  Develop¬ 
ment  Administration  (ERDA) . 

The  Company  further  states  that  First 
Revised  Service  Schedule  B  provides  for 
an  increase  in  the  reservation  charge  for 
the  supply  of  Supplemental  Power  by  the 
Sponsoring  Companies  to  EEInc. 

The  (Company  requests  that  notice  re¬ 
quirements  be  waived  and  that  First  Re¬ 
vised  Service  Schedule  B  be  permitted  to 
become  effective  on  January  15,  1976. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  Intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  February  10, 1976.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Ctommisslon  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PB  Doc.  76-3604  PUed  2-5-76:8:46  am] 


NOTICES 


[Docket  No.  ER76-409] 

EL  PASO  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Order  Accepting  for  Filing  and  Suspending 
Proposed  Increased  Rates,  Denying  Re* 
quest  for  Waiver,  and  Establishing  initial 
Conference 

January  30, 1976. 

On  December  31, 1975,  El  Paso  Electric 
Company  (El  Paso)  tendered  for  filing  a 
proposed  increase  in  rates  ^  for  electric 
service  to  three  wholesale  customers.* 
The  proposed  charges  would  result  in  ad¬ 
ditional  revenue  of  $536,723  (15.29%)  for 
the  twelve  month  period  succeeding  the 
proposed  effective  date  of  January  1, 
1976,  as  follows:  $401,491  (15.92%)  fnmi 
CPS,  $63,988  (8.13%)  from  Rio  Grande- 
Dell  City,  and  $71,243  (35.30%)  from 
Rio  Grande-Van  Horn.  El  Paso  also  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing  a  revised  fuel  adjustment 
clause  designed  to  comply  with  Section 
35.14  of  om  Regulations  as  amended  by 
our  Order  No.  517,  issued  November  13, 
1974. 

Notice  of  El  Paso’s  filing  was  issued  cm 
January  9, 1976,  with  comments,  protests 
or  petitions  to  intervene  due  on  or  before 
January  21, 1976.  ’Timely  petitions  to  in¬ 
tervene  were  filed  by  CPS  and  by  the  Rio 
Grande  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.  (Rio 
Grande).  Rio  Grande  requests  a  five 
month  suspension  of  the  proposed  rates. 
We  shall  permit  the  intervention  of  these 
customers  in  this  proceeding. 

El  Paso  claims  that  the  proposed  rate 
increase  is  needed  to  close  the  growing 
gap  between  the  costs  of  providing  serv¬ 
ice  and  the  revenues  derived  therefrom. 
El  Paso  notes  that  Moody’s  Bond  Sur¬ 
vey  dming  1975  downgraded  the  Com¬ 
pany’s  bonds  from  Aa  to  A,  citing  El 
Paso’s  construction  expenditiires  (esti¬ 
mated  at  $24.8  million  in  1975,  $26.1 
million  in  1976,  $42.4  million  in  1977, 
and  $75.9  million  in  1978)  and  noting 
that  implementation  of  this  spending 
program  could  result  in  considerable 
strain  on  the  Company’s  ability  to  fi¬ 
nance.  El  Paso  contend  that  it  is  en¬ 
titled  to  an  overall  rate  of  return  of  at 
least  10%,  with  a  return  on  common 
equity  of  15.50%.*  El  Paso’s  supporting 
cost  study,  using  the  twelve  month 
period  ended  August  31,  1975,  as  the 
basis  for  its  cost  of  service,  shows  that 
the  proposed  rates  would  produce  a 
10.01%  rate  of  return. 

The  proposed  rate  levels  have  not  been 
shwon  to  be  just  and  reasonable  and 
may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  imduly 
discriminatory  or  otherwise  imlawful. 
Accordingly,  we  shall  accept  the  rates 
for  filing  and  suspend  the  use  thereof 
until  March  1, 1976,  when  the  rates  will 
be  permitted  to  become  effective,  sub¬ 
ject  to  refimd,  and  we  shall  establish 
hearing  procedures  to  determine  the 


^  See  Appendix  A  for  list  of  designations 
and  descriptions. 

*  Community  Public  Service  Cmnpany 
(CPS) ,  Rio  Grande  Electric  (3ooperatlve, 
Inc.-Dell  City  (Bio  Onmde-DeU  City),  and 
Rio  Grande  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.-Van 
Horn  (Rio  Grande- Van  Horn)  . 

*  Based  on  a  common  equity  ratio  of 
34.45%. 


Justness  and  reasonableness  of  El  Paso’s 
filing. 

The  Commission  finds.  It  is  necessary 
and  proper  in  the  public  interest  and  to 
aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act  that  the  Commission  enter 
upon  a  hearing  concerning  the  lawful¬ 
ness  of  the  increased  rates,  charges  and 
conditions  of  service  as  proposed  by  El 
Paso  in  Docket  No.  ER76-409  and  that 
such  increase  be  accepted  for  filing  and 
suspended  as  hereinafter  ordered. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  Pending 
a  hearing  and  final  decision  thereon, 
the  Company’s  proposed  changes  in  its 
rates,  charges  and  conditions  of  service 
as  filed  on  December  31.  1975,  are  ac¬ 
cepted  for  filing  and  suspended  for  one 
month  and  the  use  deferred  until  March 
1,  1976,  when  the  proposed  rate  sched¬ 
ules  shall  become  effective,  subject  to 
refund. 

(B)  El  Paso’s  request  for  waiver  of  our 
notice  requirements  to  permit  it  to  put 
into  effect  the  proposed  rates  on  Janu¬ 
ary  1, 1976,  is  hereby  denied. 

(C)  An  initial  conference  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  will  be  held  at  9:30  a.m.,  Feb¬ 
ruary  17,  1976,  at  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street 
NE.,  Washington.  D.C.  20426.  A  Presid¬ 
ing  Administrative  Law  Judge  to  be  des¬ 
ignated  by  the  (Thief  Administrative 
Law  Judge  for  that  purpose  (See  Dele¬ 
gation  of  Authority,  18  CFR  3.5(d)) 
shall  preside  at  the  hearing  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding,  with  authority  to  establish  and 
change  all  procedural  dates,  and  to  rule 
on  all  motions  (with  the  sole  exception 
of  petitions  to  intervene,  motions  to  con¬ 
solidate  and  sever,  and  motions  to  dis¬ 
miss,  as  provided  for  in  the  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure) . 

(D)  Nothing  contained  herein  shall 
be  construed  as  limiting  the  rights  of 
parties  to  this  proceeding  regarding  the 
convening  of  conferences  or  offers  of 
settlement  pm^uant  to  Section  1.18  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  end 
Procedure. 

(E)  ’The  above-named  petitioners  are 
hereby  permitted  to  intervene  in  this 
proceeding,  subject  to  the  rules  and 
regulations  of  the  Commission;  Provi¬ 
ded.  however,  that  participation  of  such 
intervenors  shall  be  limited  to  matters 
affecting  asserted  rights  and  interests 
as  specifically  set  forth  in  the  petitions 
to  intervene;  and  Provided,  further, 
that  the  admission  of  such  intervenors 
shall  not  be  construed  as  recognition  by 
the  CcEnmission  that  they  might  be  ag¬ 
grieved  because  of  any  order  or  orders 
of  the  Commission  entered  in  this 
proceedings. 

(F)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prwnpt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

Appendix  A;  El  Paso  Elxcteic  Oomfant 
DocKsr  No.  ER76-409 

FUed:  Dee.  81,  1878. 

Other  Parties:  (1)  OcMxuuunlty  Public  Serv¬ 
ice  Company,  (3)  and  (8)  Bio  Orande 

Electric  Ceoperattve,  Inc. 
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Designation  Description 

Si4>p.  No.  2  to  rata  Increased  Ratea  for 
schedule  FPC  No,  17.  Sendee  at  Alamo¬ 
gordo,  New  Mes- 
Ico. 

Supp.  No.  2  to  rate  Increased  Bates  for 
schedule  FPC  No.  18.  Service  at  Dell 
City,  Texas. 

Supp.  No.  2  to  rate  Increased  Rates  for 
schedule  FPC  No.  19.  Service  at  Van 
Horn.  Texas. 

[PR  Doc.76-3585  Filed  2-5-76:8:46  am] 

[Docket  No.  ER76-211] 

FLORIDA  POWER  &  UGHT  CO. 

Supplemental  F11ii% 

jAiniAKY  30, 1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  15,  1976, 
Florida  Power  &  Light  Company  (FP&L) 
tendered  for  filing  unexecuted  Service 
Agreements  and  Exhibits  A,  Delivery 
Point  and  Service  Specifications  for 
wholesale  electric  service  under  FP&L’s 
FPC  Electric  Tariff  Original  Volume  No. 

1  to  the  Florida  Keys  ESectric  Coopera¬ 
tive  Association,  Inc.  (Rate  Schedule 
FPC  No.  11) ,  Peace  River  Valley  Electric 
Membership  Cooperative,  Inc.  (Rate 
Schedule  FPC  No.  15),  and  Suwannee 
Valley  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.  (Rate 
Schedule  FPC  No,  16) .  The  supplemental 
filing  was  made  pursuant  to  ordering 
paragraph  (C)  of  Commission  order  is¬ 
sued  December  31, 1975,  Florida  Power  & 
Light  Company,  Docket  No.  ER76-211. 

FP&L  requests  waiver  <rf  Section  35.3 
of  the  CommissiMi’s  Regulations  under 
the  Federal  Power  Act  and  of  Ordering 
Paragraph  (J)  of  the  Commission’s  or¬ 
der  isued  March  29,  1973  in  Docket  No. 
E-8008  in  order  to  permit  the  imexecuted 
Service  Agreements  to  becone  effective 
as  of  December  31,  1973  tor  Peace  River 
Valley  and  as  of  January  1,  1974  for 
Florida  Keys  and  Suwannee  Valley, 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petltimi 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  In 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petltl<ms  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  February  13,  1976.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  sarve  to  make  protes- 
tants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  per¬ 
son  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Cmnmlsslon 
and  are  available  for  public  Inspection. 

Keitneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-8591  FUed  3-5-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E3t76-82] 

IDAHO  POWER  CO. 

Filing  of  Agreement 

Jamuabt  30. 1976. 

Taka  notice  that  on  October  17,  1975, 
the  Idaho  Poww  Company  (Idaho)  toi- 


dered  for  filing  with  the  Ccunmission  an 
agreement  between  Idaho  and  Portland 
General  Kectric  Company  (Portland) 
providing  for  the  supply  of  firm  energy 
by  Idaho  to  Portland  at  Idaho’s  La 
Grande  230  KV  point  of  interconnection 
with  the  Bonneville  Power  Administra¬ 
tion  (BPA)  system.  Idaho  states  that  the 
agre^ent  shall  be  effective  feu*  a  term 
commencing  November  1,  1975  and  con¬ 
tinuing  until  January  31,  1976.  Idaho 
states  further  that  energy  deliveries  un¬ 
der  this  agreement  are  to  be  made  over 
BPA  transmission  facilities  and  that  no 
new  or  additional  transmission  facilities 
are  required  to  provide  service.  By  letter 
dated  November  4, 1975,  the  Commission 
directed  Idaho  to  cure  certain  deficien¬ 
cies  in  its  filing.  Idaho’s  respemse  to  this 
letter  was  tendered  for  fiimg  with  the 
Commission  on  November  28,  1975. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  Intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  CommlssiCHi,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  February  13, 1976.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  CTommlssion  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  actiem  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  protes- 
tants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  per¬ 
son  wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  Intervene.  C(H>ies  of  this  filing 
are  cm  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  pubic  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FB  Doc.76-3609  Piled  2-6-76;8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  ER76-478] 

INTERSTATE  POWER  CO. 

Fuel  Cost  Adjustment  Clause  and  Related 
Filing 

January  29,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  2,  1976, 
Interstate  Power  Company  (Company) 
tendered  for  filing  a  Fuel  Cost  Adjust¬ 
ment  statement  to  conform  with  Order 
517.  The  proposed  effective  date  of  the 
statement  is  January  1, 1976. 

Ccmcurrently,  Company  tendered  for 
filing  a  revised  first  sheet  of  Amend¬ 
ment  No.  1  to  Interstate  Power  Company 
Rate  Schedule  FP.C.  Nos.  38,  40  and  67. 
which  adds  the  average  applicable  1973 
fuel  adjustment  of  $0.00168  per  Kwh  to 
the  stated  $0.0125  per  Kwh  Emergency 
Power  Rate. 

Company  states  that  the  tendered  fuel 
cost  adjustment  statement  is  intended  to 
also  apply  to  the  separately  filed  Elec¬ 
tric  Service  Agreements  and  applicable 
Transmission  Services  Agreements  be¬ 
tween  Interstate  Power  Company  and: 

Tbe  Public  Utilltlee  CkHnmlsslon  of  the  City 
of  Fairmont,  Minnesota; 

Water,  Light,  Power  A  Building  Commission 
of  the  City  of  New  Prague,  Minnesota; 
PubUc  UtiUtles  Commission  of  the  City  of 
Owantonna,  Minnesota;  and 
The  City  of  Blue  Eartti,  Minnesota. 


Company  further  states  that  copies  of 
the  tendered  filing  have  been  sent  to  all 
Interested  communities. 

Any  perstm  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petitiem 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  CommissiCHi,  825  North  (Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  February  16, 1976.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Ccmunisslcm  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  wUl  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Ccmunisslon 
and  available  for  public  inspection. 

KIenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-3673  Filed  2-6-76;8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  ER76-184] 

KANSAS  CITY  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO. 

Order  Accepting  for  Filing  and  Suspending 
Proposed  Increased  Rates,  Denj^g  Mo¬ 
tion  To  Reject,  Granting  Interventions, 
and  Establishing  Procedures 

January  30, 1976. 

On  October  20,  1975,  the  Kansas  City 
Power  &  Light  Company  (KCPL)  t^- 
dered  for  filing  new  Schedules  of  Rates 
and  Charges  for  Wholesale  Firm  Power 
Service.^  KCPL  stated  that  the  new 
Schedules  of  Rates  and  Charges  refiect 
an  increase  of  $996,746  in  annual  rev¬ 
enues  based  upon  its  cost  of  service  and 
wholesale  firm  power  sales  during  the 
twelve-month  test  period  ended  Jime  30, 

1975.  In  response  to  a  letter  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Federal  Power  Commission 
dated  November  20,  1975,  KCPL  sub¬ 
mitted  revised  statements,  exhibits,  com¬ 
parative  sales  and  revenue  data  on  Jan¬ 
uary  2,  1976.  KCT*L  stated  that  as  a  re¬ 
sult  of  the  revisions  submitted  on  Jan¬ 
uary  2,  1976,  1)  monthly  demands  and 
allocation  factors  changed  from  those 
originally  filed,  2)  the  originally  filed 
fuel  clause  was  replaced  with  one  that  is 
identical  to  the  fuel  clause  KCPL  has 
pending  in  Docket  No.  E-9374,  3)  the 
proposed  increase  in  annual  revenues  re¬ 
mains  unchanged. 

Notice  of  KCTL’s  filings  were  issued 
on  Novmber  5,  1975  and  January  13, 

1976,  with  all  protests  or  petitions  to  in¬ 
tervene  due  (m  or  before  Novemb^  17. 
1975  and  January  23,  1976  respectively. 
Several  petitions  to  intervene  were  re¬ 
ceived.* 

The  Coffey  County  Rural  Electric  Co¬ 
operative  Association,  Inc.  and  the 
United  Electric  Cooperative.  Inc.  (Co¬ 
operatives)  jointly  filed  a  Protest  and 
Petition  to  Intervene  on  November  17, 
1975  in  which  they  claimed  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  rates  were  unjust  and  unreason¬ 
able.  i^>eclfic  issues  were  raised  by  the 

See  Aih>muUx  A  toe  deslgnatlcKis. 

■  See  Appendix  B  tot  a  list  of  petitioners. 
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Cooperatives  (failure  of  KCPL  to  “roll- 
in”  all  transmission  costs  for  allocation 
purposes,  KCTPL’s  use  of  interperiod  in¬ 
come  tax  allocation,  inclusion  of  a  change 
in  the  ratchet  clause)  in  support  of  their 
request  for  a  five  -month  suspension  of 
KCPL’s  filing.  With  regard  to  the  issue 
of  interperiod  Income  tax  allocation,  we 
observe  that  KCPL  has  made  no  showing 
of  a  tax  deferral  for  the  items  it  seeks 
herein  to  normalize,  as  required  by  Or¬ 
der  No.  530-A.*  Insofar  as  Order  No. 
530-A  clarifying  the  showing  which  must 
be  made  by  a  utility  seeking  normaliza¬ 
tion  was  issued  subsequent  to  KCPL’s 
filing  herein,  we  shall  permit  KCPL  to 
file,  within  thirty  days  of  the  issuance 
of  this  order,  such  testimony  and  ex¬ 
hibits  as  it  deems  appropriate  to  support 
the  normalization  it  seeks  herein.  To  the 
extent  that  KCPL’s  presentation  fails  to 
make  a  prima  facie  case  of  tax  deferral, 
we  believe  that  summary  disposition  of 
this  issue  will  be  appropriate  and  such 
rate  adjustments  and  refunds  as  may  be 
necessary  will  be  ordered.  The  other 
matters  raised  by  Cooperatives  petition 
are  properly  matters  to  be  considered  at 
the  evidentiary  hearing  established 
hereih. 

Six  cities  from  Missouri  and  Kansas 
(Cities)*  filed  a  Protest.  Motion  to  Re¬ 
ject,  and  Motion  to  Intervene  of  Pub¬ 
licly-Owned  Wholesale  Customers  on  No¬ 
vember  17, 1975.  Cities  initially  state  that 
KCPL’s  filing  is  in  violation  of  Section 
35.13(b)(1)  of  the  CcMnmission’s  Regu¬ 
lations  in  that  the  company  submitted 
a  comparison  of  the  ^ects  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  rates  for  the  twelve  months  ending 
Jime  30,  1976,  instead  of  the  twtive 
months  immediately  succeeding  the  date 
on  which  the  new  schedule  is  to  become 
effective  (December  1,  1975)  as  required. 
Such  a  proper  submittal.  Cities  allege. 
wcHild  have  revealed  that  KCPL’s  pro¬ 
posed  increase  will  actually  be  in  excess 
of  $1  million.  Cities  state  that  KCTL  is 
theref(»e  also  in  violation  of  Section 
35.13  of  the  Commission’s  Regulation 
In  that  Period  n  data  has  not  been 
provided. 

■Vi^th  respect  to  (Titles  first  (x>ntention, 
we  note  ^at  Sectkm  35.5  of  our  Reg¬ 
ulations  states  that  the  Se<3Ttary  “shall 
reject  any  material  sulxnltted  for  filing 
with  the  Commission  which  patently  falls 
to  substantially  comply  with  the  t^iplica- 
ble  requirements  set  forth  in  this 
part  .  .  .”  (emphasis  added).  We  find 
that  literal  compliance  with  the  Re  nfia- 
tions  is  not  required  in  this  inscance 
where  the  substantive  requirements  of 
the  Regulations  have  been  met* 

Cities  second  contention  is  that  had 
KCPL  used  a  proper  period  for  its  reve¬ 
nue  comparisons,  it  would  have  been  clear 
that  the  requested  Increase  is  greater 
than  $1  million.  Notwithstanding  that 


•  Docket  Nos.  R-424  and  R-446,  issued  Jan¬ 
uary  19,  1976. 

«  See  Appendix  B.  The  Chty  of  Slater,  Mis¬ 
souri,  joined  In  the  Cltlee  protest  and  mo¬ 
tion  to  reject  on  January  19.  1976. 

•  See  Columbus  and  Southern  Ohio  Elec¬ 
tric  Company,  “Order  Dismissing  Motion”, 
Docket  No.  E-6650,  Issued  March  10,  1975. 


we  have  ruled,  supra,  that  KCPL’s  filed 
revenue  comparisons  are  in  substantial 
compliance  with  Section  35.13(b)  (1)  of 
the  Regulations  and  therefore  proper. 
Cities  have  raised  the  issue  of  the  i4>pro- 
prlate  period  during  which  the  Increase  is 
to  be  measured.  We  have  previously  dealt 
with  this  issue  in  our  Order  Denying  Mo¬ 
tion  To  Dismiss  Or  For  Alternative  Re¬ 
lief,  Public  Service  Company  of  Colorado. 
Docket  No.  E-8882,  issued  January  10, 
1975,  wherein  we  stated; 

"...  we  conclude  that  our  piuvlew  of  the 
twelve  months  Incorporated  as  Period  I  Is 
a  reasonable  basis  on  which  to  determine 
whether  PSCXl  has  qualified  for  the  exemp¬ 
tion  from  filing  Period  II  cost  data.”  (mlmeo, 
p.  2) 

Cities  have  not  alleged  any  error  In 
K(TPL’s  Increased  revenue  calculations  of 
$996,746  for  the  Period  I  test  year  aided 
June  30,  1975.  Therefore,  inasmuch  as 
KCPL’s  Increase  in  Period  I  is  less  than 
$1  million.  Cities  argument  must  fail. 

Cities  further  argue  that  “the  exemp¬ 
tion  for  rate  increases  less  than  $1  million 
was  intended  solely  to  allei^te  the 
burden  for  smaller  companies’*  ((Titles’ 
Petition,  p.  4).  This  argument  might 
have  weight  if  the  language  of  the  ex¬ 
emption  was  ambiguous.  This  is  not  the 
case.  The  language  in  Order  No.  487* 
states  explicitly  that  the  filing  of  the  pro¬ 
jected  data  shall  be  “voluntary  for  com¬ 
panies  with  applications  for  Increases 
less  than  one  million  dollars.”  (Titles  ar¬ 
gument  is  not  persuasive.  It  is  the  size 
of  the  increase  rather  than  the  size  of 
the  applicant  that  detenhlnes  whether 
or  not  the  exemption  may  be  inv<^ed. 
Cities  motion  to  reject  will  therefore 
be  denied.^ 

In  support  of  their  alternative  request 
for  a  five  month  suspension  of  KCPL’s 
filing,  (Tities  have  described  Issues  simi¬ 
lar  to  those  raised  by  the  Cooperatives. 
As  noted  before  these  issues  are  more 
properly  raised  in  the  evidentiary  hear¬ 
ing,  infra. 

On  January  14,  1976,  Cities  filed  a 
“Further  Protest  and  Motion  to  E^er, 
Or,  In  the  Alternative,  TO  Suspend 'For 
Five  Months  Of  Publicly-Owned  Whole¬ 
sale  Customers”.  Iherein,  dfitles  renew 
the  argumoits  raised  in  their  petition  to 
intervene  of  November  17,  1975'.  In  fur¬ 
ther  support  of  its  moticm  to  reject,  or 
for  five  mcHith  suspension.  Cities  argue 
that  the  return  sought  from  wholesale 
customers  and  the  ratchet  proposed  for 
these  rates  are  unduly  discriminatory  as 
against  the  rates  to  KCPL’s  retail  cus¬ 
tomers.  We  believe  that  both  the  return 
and  ratchet  Issues  are  proper  matters  to 
be  raised  at  the  hearing  herein  ordere(L 
However,  we  believe  that  evidence  based 
on  alleged  discrimination  between  the 
wholesale  and  retail  cust(»iers  shoifld  be 
excluded  frcnn  this  proceeding,  pending 
resoluticm  of  the  appeal  Conway  Cor¬ 
poration  V.  FJ».C..  510  F.  3d  1264  (1976), 


*  Docket  No.  R-43.  Issued  July  17,  1973. 
*See:  Pemnsylvamia  Power  dt  liy/M  Com¬ 
pany,  “Order  Denying  Motion  to  Usmtae", 
Docket  No.  E-6027,  issued  August  26,  1975. 


cert,  granted, _ UH. _ (1975),  44 

UJ3i.W.  3270,  Case  No.  75-342.* 

‘  Our  review  of  KCPL’s  filing  and  the 
Issues  raised  therein  indicates  that  the 
pr(g)Osed  changes  have  not  been  shown 
to  be  Just  and  reasonable  and  may  be 
unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  discrimina- 
toi7,  preferential  or  otherwise  unlawfuL 
Ac(x>rdingly,  we  shall  suspend  the  pro¬ 
posed  changes  for  one  montii  and  estab¬ 
lish  hearing  procedures  to  determine  the 
justness  and  reasonableness  of  KCTPL’s 
filing. 

Evidence  relevant  to  the  issues  raised 
by  the  instant  filing  should  be  submitted 
by  all  parties  including  the  Conmission 
Staff. 

The  Commission  finds.  (1)  It  is  nec¬ 
essary  and  proper  in  the  public  interest 
and  to  aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  that  the 
Commission  enter  upon  a  hearing  con¬ 
cerning  the  lawfulness  of  the  rates  and 
charges  contained  in  K(TPL’s  revised  rate 
schedules  proposed  in  this  docket  and 
that  the  tendered  rate  schedules  be  sus¬ 
pended  as  hereinafter  provided. 

(2)  Good  cause  has  not  been  shown  to 
grant  Cities’  motion  to  reject  KCPL’s 
filing. 

(3)  Participation  in  this  proceeding 
by  the  Petitioners  listed  in  Appendix  B 
attached  hereto  may  be  in  the  public 
interest. 

(4)  Good  cause  exists  to  exclude  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  allegation  of  discrimi¬ 
nation  between  wholesale  and  retail  cus¬ 
tomers  raised  by  the  Cities  and  Coopera¬ 
tives  from  this  proceeding. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  Pending 
a  hearing  and  a  decision  thereon,  K(TPL’s 
proposed  changes  in  its  rates  and 
changes,  tendered  on  October  20,  1975, 
and  completed  on  January  2,  1976,  are 
accepted  for  filing,  and  suspended  for  one 
month,  the  use  thereof  deferred  until 
March  2. 1976,  subject  to  refund. 

(B)  The  petitioners  listed  in  Appendix 
B  are  hereby  permitted  to  intervene  in 
this  proceeding,  subject  to  the  Rules  and 
Regulations  of  the  Cmnmission;  Pro¬ 
vided.  however,  that  the  participation  of 
such  interveners  shall  be  limited  to  mat¬ 
ters  affecting  the  rights  and  interests 
specifically  set  forth  In  their  respective 
petitions  to  Intervene;  and  Provided,  fur¬ 
ther,  that  the  admission  of  such  inter¬ 
veners  shall  not  be  construed  as  recog¬ 
nition  that  they  or  any  of  them  might  be 
aegrieved  because  of  any  order  or  orders 
issued  by  the  Commission  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding. 

(C)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  that  pur¬ 
pose.  (See  Delegation  of  Authority.  18 
CFR  3.5(d)).  shall  preside  at  the  Initial 
conforence  In  this  proceeding  on  Febru¬ 
ary  18, 1976  at  10:00  ajn.  e.8.t..  in  a  hear¬ 
ing  nxxn  of  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion.  825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20426.  Said  Presiding 
Administrative  Law  Judge  is  hereby  au- 


•  (locperattvM  teve  raised  rimllar  dteorlxal- 
natlon  allegations. 
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thorlzed  to  establish  all  procedural  dates 
and  to  rule  upon  all  motions  (with  the 
exception  of  petitions  to  intervene,  mo¬ 
tions  to  consolidate  and  sever,  and  mo¬ 
tions  to  dismiss,  as  provided  for  in  the 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procediue. 

(D)  Cities  motion  to  reject  is  hereby 
denied. 

(E)  The  allegatlMis  of  discrimination 
between  wholesale  and  retail  customers 
are  hereby  excluded  froas  consideration 
in  this  proceeding. 

(F)  Nothing  contained  herein  shall  be 
construed  as  limiting  the  rights  of  par¬ 
ties  to  this  proceeding  regarding  the 


Petitioner  amt  Date  Filed 

Missouri  Power  &  Light  (Xxx^any,  Nov.  17, 
1976. 

Coffey  County  Rural  Kectrlc  (Cooperative 
Association,  and  United  Btectrlc  Coopera¬ 
tive,  Inc.,  Nov.  17, 1978. 

The  Cities  of  Hlg^nsvUle,  Missouri,  Salis¬ 
bury,  Missouri,  Oardner,  Kansas,  Oamett, 
Kansas,  Osawatomle,  Kansas,  and  Pomona, 
Kansas,  Nov.  17, 1975. 

State  Corporation  Commission  of  the  State 
of  Kansas,  Nov.  24. 1975. 

The  City  of  Slater,  Mlasoiurl,  Jan.  19,  1976. 

(FR  Doc.76-3606  PUed  2-6-79:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  ER76-204] 

KENTUCKY  POWER  CO. 
Order  Granting  Petition  To  Intervene 


charges  for  service  to  Vanceburg  Elec¬ 
tric  light.  Heat  and  Power  System  of 
Vanceburg,  Kentucky  (Vanceburg)  and 
the  Cinty  of  CMive  HiU.  Kentucky  (OUve 
Hill) .  By  order  Issued  November  28, 1975, 
the  Commission  suspended  the  use  of 
Kentucksr’s  proposed  changes  until  Feb¬ 
ruary  1,  1976,  and  granted  Vanceburg’s 
petition  to  Intervene  in  the  proceeding. 


convening  of  conferences  or  offers  of  set¬ 
tlement  pursuant  to  Section  1.18  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
PlTOCCdUfO 

CG)  KCPL  shall,  within  thirty  days  (ff 
the  issuance  of  this  order,  submit  swdi 
testimony  and  exhibits  as  it  deems  ap¬ 
propriate  to  support  the  normalisation 
it  seeks  herein. 

(H)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 


On  November  17,  1975,  a  protest  and 
petition  to  intervene  was  timely  filed  by 
Olive  Hill.  On  December  8,  1975,  Vance¬ 
burg  filed  a  pleading  in  support  of  Olive 
Hill’s  petition  to  intervene. 

Our  review  of  OUve  HlU’s  petition 
intervene  indicates  that  OUve  HiU  has  a 
sufficient  interest  in  this  proceeding  to 
warrant  its  intervention  herein,  and  that 
its  participation  in  this  proceeding  may 
be  in  the  pubUc  interest.  Accordingly, 
the  petition  shall  be  granted,  as  herein¬ 
after  ordered  and  concUtioned. 

The  Commission  finds.  Good  cause 
exists  to  grant  OUve  HiU’s  petiticm  to 
intervene  in  this  proceeding. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  OUve  Hill 
is  hereby  permitted  to  intervene  in  this 
proceeding,  subject  to  the  Rules  and 
Regulations  of  the  C(Mnmissi(M3  and  the 
procedures  set  forth  in  the  Commission 


set  forth  in  its  petition  to  intervene,  and 
Provided,  further,  the  admlssicm  of  said 
intervenor  shaU  not  be  construed  as 
recognition  by  the  Commission  that  it 
might  be  aggrieved  by  any  order  or 
orders  entered  in  this  proceeding. 

(B)  ’The  intervention  granted  herein 
shaU  not  be  the  basis  for  delairing  or 
deferring  any  procedural  schedules  here¬ 


tofore  established  for  the  orderly  and 
expeditious  disposition  of  this  proceeding. 

(C)  The  Secretary  shaU  cause  prompt 
pubUcatlon  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-3578  Filed  2-6-76;8:46  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  CH74-637  and  CI74-538] 

MARATHON  OIL  CO.  AND 
PHILLIPS  PETROLEUM  CO. 

Order  Permitting  Withdrawals  and 
Terminating  Proceedings 

January  30,  1976. 

On  September  29,  1975,  Marathon  Oil 
Company  (Marathon)  and  on  Septem¬ 
ber  30, 1975,  PhilUps  Petroleum  Company 
(PhiUips)  each  filed  its  notice  of  with¬ 
drawal  of  its  application  for  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity  au¬ 
thorizing  the  sale  of  natural  gas  in  in¬ 
terstate  commerce  in  Docket  Nos.  CJI74- 
537  and  Cr74-538.  res[>ectively,  and  its 
petition  for  a  declaratory  order  disclaim¬ 
ing  juriscUction.  On  November  4,  1975, 
the  Commission  issued  a  notice,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  Section  1.11(d)  of  our  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.11 
(d) )  deferring  action  on  said  notices  of 
withdrawal  pending  further  order  of  the 
Commission. 

On  December  8, 1975,  the  PubUc  UtiUty 
Commission  of  Oregon  (Oregon)  filed  a 
petition  requesting  the  Commission,  on 
its  own  moUon,  to  reconsider  its  Opinl(m 
Nos.  735  and  735-A,  issued  in  these  pro¬ 
ceedings  on  June  23, 1975  and  August  19, 

1975.  Oregon  requests  the  Commission 
to  reconsider  its  jurls<Uctional  fincUngs 
in  those  opinions  "so  that  the  project 
may  go  forward,  if  at  aU  possible.”  A  re- 

to  *  sp<mse  to  Oregon’s  petition  was  filed  by 
Southern  CaUfomia  Gas  Company 
(SoCal)  and  Pacific  Alaska  LNG  Com¬ 
pany  (Pacific  Alaska)  on  January  6, 

1976.  SoCal  and  Pacific  Alaska  oppose 
reconsideration  of  Opinion  Nos.  735  and 
735-A,  as  requested  by  Oregon.  Their  re¬ 
sponse  states  that  the  findings  of  those 
Opinions  are  legally  sound  and  suffi¬ 
cient  reason  has  not  been  shown  why 
the  Commission  should  depart  from 
basic  jiurlsdictional  theories.^ 

As  SoCal  and  Pacific  Alaska  note  in 
their  response,  Oregon  in  its  petition  sets 
forth  no  legal  reason  for  reviewing  our 
previous  findings.  The  crisis  in  the  nat¬ 
ural  gas  Industry,  whUe  requiring  new 
and  innovative  proposals  and  action  on 
our  part,  cannot  justify  violating  our 
juriscUctional  mandate  and  other  legal 
requirements  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act.  For 
these  reas(m8  the  Ccxnmisslon  must  and 


*  SoCal  and  Pacific  Alaska’s  response  also 
suggests  an  alternative  proposal  whereby 
Pacific  Alaska  would  transport  the  subject 
gas,  thereby  bypassing  the  Jtuisdlctlonal  Im¬ 
passe.  Without  requesting  any  Commission 
action  at  this  time  cm  its  pn^Kjsal.  Pacific 
Alaska  states  that  It  Is  prepu^  to  com¬ 
mence  discussions  immediately  with  vartous 
Interested  parties. 


Appendix  A. — Kansas  City  Power  d  Light  Co.,  docket  No.  ER16-18k 


Wholesale  eustosar 

Rate  schedule 
filed  herewith 

Superseding  and  replacing 

Missouil  Power  &  Light  Ce . 

Missouri  PubUc  Service  Ce . . 

Schedule  HVFP-3.... 

Schedule  wrP-2P _ 

Schedule  WFP-2M.... 

Schedule  HVFP-2  In  KCPL’s  rate  schedule 
FPC  No.  73. 

Schedule  WFP-IP,  supp.  No.  1  to  KCPL’s  rate 
schedule  FPC  No.  74. 

Schedule  WFP-IM,  supp.  No.  2  to  KCPL’s  rate 

. do . 

schedule  FPC  No. 

Schedule  WFP-IM,  supp.  No.  3  to  KCPL’s  rate 
schedule  FPC  No.  66. 

Schedule  WFP-IM  in  KCPL’s  rate  schedule 

FPC  No.  72. 

Schedule  WFP-IM,  supp.  No.  2  to  KCPL’s  rate 

City  of  Prescott,  Kans . 

. do . 

schedule  FPC  No.  71. 

Schedule  WFP-IM,  supp.  No.  3  to  KCPL’s  rate 
schedule  FPC  No.  30. 

Schedule  WFP-IM,  supp.  No.  2  to  KCPL’s  rate 

. do . 

sohedule  FPC  No.  6i. 

Schedule  WFP-IM,  supp.  No.  3  to  KCPL’s  rate 

schedule  FPC  No.  64. 

Coffey  CkHiaty,  Rural  Electric  Coopera¬ 
tive  Assodatlon,  Inc. 

United  Electric  Cooperative,  loo.  (for¬ 
merly  Sugar  Valley  Electric  Cooperar 
dve  Association,  Inc.). 

Schedule  CFP-4 . 

Schedule  CFP-3,  supp.  No.  2  to  KCPL’s  rate 
schedule  FPC  No.  60. 

.  Scjiednle  CFP-S,  supp.  No.  2  to  KCPL’s  rate 

schedule  FPC  No.  M. 

Appendix  B;  Kansas  Crt  Power  &  Light 
Company  Docket  No.  SR76-184 


January  29,  1976.  order  of  November  28,  1975,  Provided, 
On  October  30,  1975,  K^tucky  Power  however,  that  participation  of  said  inter¬ 
company  (Kentucky)  tendered  for  fil-,  venor  shall  be  limited  to  matters  affecting 
ing  proposed  changes  in  its  rates  and  asserted  rights  and  interests  specifically 
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herewith  does  deny  the  petition  filed  by 
the  Public  Utility  Commis^nw  of  Ore¬ 
gon  requesting  reconsideration. 

In  tlKir  notices  of  withdrawal.  Mara¬ 
thon  and  Phillips  state  that  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  assertion  of  jurisdiction  im¬ 
pose  filing  burdens  which  cannot  be  met 
and  increases  the  risks  of  regulatory 
costs  and  delays.  While  the  Commission 
believes  the  Applicants  accepted  the  risk 
of  Jurisdiction  by  the  filing  of  their  ap¬ 
plications,  we  cannot  find  good  cause 
exists  for  denying  withdrawal,  especially 
since  no  service  has  been  commenced 
under  the  proposal.  The  Ccxnmission 
therefore  finds  l^at  good  cause  exists  for 
permitting  withdrawal  ot  the  subject  ap¬ 
plications  and  terminating  these  pro¬ 
ceedings: 

The  Commission  Orders.  Marathon 
Oil  Company  and  Phillips  Petroleum 
Company  are  hereby  permitted  to  with¬ 
draw  their  respective  applications  In 
th^  proceedings,  and  Docket  Nos.  CI74- 
SS*!,  et  al.  is  terminated. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.7fr-3602  Piled  2-&-76:8:46  am) 


J  Docket  No.  m76-209] 
METROPOLITAN  EDISON  COMPANY 
Rate  Change 

January  30, 1976. 
Take  notice  that  on  January  22,  1976, 
Metropolitan  Edison  Ckunpany  (M^-Ed) 
tendered  for  fiUng  revised  f^  cost  ad¬ 
justment  clauses  for  all-requirements 
service  to  Her^ey  Electric  Company  and 
the  Boroughs  of  Kutztown,  Goldsboro, 
Lewlsberry  and  Boyalton,  Pennsylvania, 
and  partial-requirements  service  to  Al¬ 
legheny  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.  (AUe- 
iheny) .  Met-Ed  states  that  its  filing  is  to 
correct  inadvoient  errors  in  its  filing  of 
October  31,  1975  in  Docket  No.  ER76- 
209  where  the  Commission  suspended  in¬ 
creased  rates  for  one  month  and  made 
them  effective  January  1, 1976,  subject  to 
refimd. 

Met-Ed  states  that  revised  Statement 
O  is  tendered  lor  the  purpose  of  correct¬ 
ing  two  line  items,  which  together  result 
In  a  change  of  the  Base  Fuel  Cost  (State¬ 
ment  O,  line  25  to  13.232  mfils/kWh 
frmn  13.369  mills/kWh.  Met-Ed  states 
further  that  the  revised  fuel  cost  ad¬ 
justment  clauses  are  changed  only  to  the 
extent  that  the  “base  fuel  cost”  utilized 
therein  corresponds  to  that  figure  as  re¬ 
corded  in  a  corrected  Statement  O  sub¬ 
mitted  by  Met-Ed. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
the  affected  jurisdictional  customers  and 
the  Pennsylvania  PuMic  Utility  Com¬ 
mission.  A:^  person  desiring  to  be  heard 
or  to  protest  said  application  should  file 
a  petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with 
the  Federal  Power  Commission,  825 
Nmth  Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  C.PJI.  1.8, 
1.10).  AH  such  petitions  or  protests 


shoukl  be  filed  <m  m  before  February  13. 
1876.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the  S4>pro- 
priate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  be- 
cmne  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene.  Copies  of  this  application  are 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspectioiL 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.76-3611  Filed  2-5-76;8:45  am) 


[Docket  No.  CP72-1841 

MICHIGAN  WISCONSIN  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

Findings  and  Order  Further  Amending 
Order  Issuing  Certificate  of  Public  Con¬ 
venience  and  Necessity 

January  29,  1976. 

On  June  16,  1975,  Michigan  Wisconsih 
Pipe  Line  Company  (Petitioner)  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP72-184  a  petitimi  to  amend 
the  Ckimmission’s  order  issued  June  1, 
1972,  in  said  docket  (47  PTC.  1447) ,  as 
amended  July  26,  1973  (50  FPC  267), 
pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  by  authorizing  an  increase  from 
4,000  Mcf  to  6,000  Mcf  in  the  <^ily  re¬ 
delivery  rate  of  natural  gas  stored  by 
Petitioner  for  Wisconsin  Southern  Gas 
Company,  Inc.  (Wisconsin  Southern) ,  all 
as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  petition  to 
amend  in  this  proceeding. 

The  order  of  June  1, 1972,  as  eunended, 
authorized  Petitioner  to  store  for  Wis¬ 
consin  Southern  an  annual  volume  of 
up  to  400,000  Mcf  of  natural  gas  and 
to  redeliver  up  to  4,000  Mcf  of  gas  per 
day.  The  gas  is  delivered  to  Petitioner 
in  the  summer  months  for  redelivery 
during  the  period  from  November  1  to 
Ihe  next  succeeding  March  1.  Petitioner 
,  and  Wisconsin  Southern  have  entered 
into  an  amendatory  agreement,  dated 
March  1,  1975,  providing  for  the  pro¬ 
posed  Increase  of  2,000  Mcf  in  the  rede¬ 
livery  rate.  The  increase  is  required  to 
assist  Wisconsin  Southern  In  meeting 
its  heating  seasofi  requirements  and 
will  permit  Wisconsin  Southern  to  meet 
the  firm  high  priority  end-use  peak  day 
loads  of  new  residential  and  small  com¬ 
mercial  customers,  thus  enabling  It  to 
maximize  high  priority  usage  of  its  gas. 
No  additional  facilities  are  reqiiired  and 
no  increase  in  the  annual  storage  vol- 
mne  is  proposed. 

Due  notice  of  the  filing  of  the  petition 
to  amend  and  opportunity  for  hearing 
thereon  has  been  ^ven  by  publicatimi  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  July  1, 1975  (40 
FR  27724).  No  petition  to  intervene, 
notice  of  Intervention,  or  protest  to  the 
granting  of  the  petition  to  amend  has 
been  filed  in  this  proceeding. 

The  Commission  finds.  It  is  necessary 
and  appropriate  in  carrying  out  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity  require 
that  the  Commisslcm’s  order  Issued  June 
1.  1972.  in  Docket  No.  CP72-184.  as 
amended  July  26,  1973,  be  further 
amended  as  hereinafter  ordered. 


The  Commission  orders.  (A)  The  Com- 
mlsslon’B  ordtf,  issued  June  1.  1972,  in 
Docket  No.  CP72-184,  as  amended  July 
26, 1873,  is  further  amended  by  authoriz¬ 
ing  an  increase  from  4,000  Mcf  to  6,000 
Mcf  in  the  daily  redelivery  rate  of 
natural  gas  stored  by  Petitioner  for  Wis¬ 
consin  Southern,  as  hereinbefore  de¬ 
scribed  and  as  set  forth  in  the  petition 
to  amend  further  in  this  proceeding.  This 
auth(xiza.tlon  is  conditioned  upon  Peti¬ 
tioner’s  compliance  with  Part  154  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations  luider  the 
Natural  Gas  Act. 

(B)  In  all  other  respects  said  order, 
as  amended,  shall  remain  in  fully  force 
and  effect. 

By  the  Commission. 

fsEAL]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.76-3571  Piled  2-5-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  RP73-43.  RP75-69  (POA76-l)l 

MID  LOUISIANA  GAS  CO. 

Order  Accepting  for  Filing,  and  Suspending 
Proposed  Tariff  Sheet  Reflecting  PGA 
Adjustment  and  Staying  Procedures  With 
Respect  to  Certain  Small  Producer  Pur¬ 
chases 

January  30,  1976. 

On  December  22,  1975,  Mid  Louisiana 
Gas  Company  (Mid  Louisiana)  tendered 
for  filing  Eighteenth  Revised  Sheet  No. 
3a  and  Alternate  Eighteenth  Revised 
Sheet  No.  3a  to  its  First  Revised  Volume 
No.  1  of  its  FPC  Gas  ’Tariff  reflecting  (1) 
a  PGA  rate  reduction  of  0.204  per  Mcf 
under  Rate  Schedules  G-1,  SG-1,  and  I-l 
and  (2)  a  PGA  rate  increase  of  5.394  pe]* 
Mcf  under  Rate  Schedule  E-1.  In  addi¬ 
tion  Eighteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  3a 
provides  for  a  0.524  per  Mcf  Increase  to 
track  additional  advance  pasunents  pur¬ 
suant  to  a  settlement  agreement  filed  in 
Docket  No.  RP75-68. 

Mid  Louisiana  states  that  the  proposed 
Alternate  Sheet,  which  does  not  reflect 
additional  advance  payments  under  the 
tracking  provision  in  the  proposed  settle¬ 
ment  in.  Docket  No.  RP75-68,  is  sub¬ 
mitted  for  acceptance  in  the  event  the 
Commission  does  not  approve  and  permit 
to  become  effective  by  February  1,  1976 
the  proposed  settlonent  In  that  docket. 

Mid  Louisiana  requests  a  proposed  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  February  1,  1976  for 
either  Eighteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  3a 
or  Alternate  Eighteenth  Revised  Sheet 
No.  3a. 

Public  notice  of  Mid  Louisiana’s  De¬ 
cember  22,  1975  filing  was  mde  on  Jan¬ 
uary  6, 1976,  with  all  protests,  comments, 
or  petitions  to  intervene  due  on  or  before 
'January  16.  1976.  No  comments  have 
been  received. 

By  order  issued  January  30,  1976,  the 
Commission  accepted  and  approved  Mid 
Louslana’s  proposed  settlement  agree¬ 
ment  in  Do^et  No.  RP75-68  which  au¬ 
thorizes  Mid  Louisiana  to  track  the  in¬ 
stant  advances.  We  shall  therefore,  pur¬ 
suant  to  Mid-Louisiana’s  request,  reject 
the  Alternate  tariff  sheet  in  which  these 
costs  are  not  reflected. 
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Our  revl^  of  lifid  Louisiana’s  Eight¬ 
eenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  3a  indicates  that 
sates  Included  therein  are  based  in 
part  on  small  producer  and  60  day  emer- 
g^cy  purchases  to  excess  of  the  rate 
levels  prescribed  to  Opinion  Nos.  742  and 
699-H  respectively.  'Iherefore  the  pro¬ 
posed  rates  have  not  been  shown  to  be 
Just  and  reasonable  and  may  be  unjust, 
unreasonable,  unduly  discriminatory  or 
otherwise  unlawful.  Accordingly  we  ^toall 
accept  Eighteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  3a 
for  filing  and  suspend  its  effectiveness  for 
one  day  until  February  2,  1976,  when  It 
shall  become  effective  subject  to  reftmd. 

With  regard  to  the  issue  of  the  small 
producer  purchases  described  above  other 
than  those  small  producer  purchases 
made  pursuant  to  the  Commission’s  60 
day  emergency  sales  regulation,  we  shall 
defer  establishing  a  hearing  schedule  for 
this  matter  pending  Commission  action 
on  rehearing  of  Opinion  No.  742 '  and  the 
proposed  rulemaking  to  Docket  No.  RM 
76-5.* 

.  Notwithstanding  the  deferral  of  a  pro¬ 
cedural  schedule  on  the  small  producer 
issue.  Mid  Louisiana  shall  file  within  15 
days  of  the  date  of  this  order,  a  list  of 
the  small  producers,  other  than  small 
producers  making  60-day  emergency 
sales,  reflected  to  the  instant  filing  to 
excess  of  the  “130%  formula’’  rates. 

With  regard  to  the  60-day  emergency 
purchases  the  Commission  noted  to 
Opinion  No.  699-B  •  that  a  pipeline  would 
be  entitled  to  include  to  its  piurchsised 
gas  costs  a  rate  for  such  purchases 
which  a  reasonably  prudent  pipeline 
purchaser  would  pay  for  gas  imder  the 
same  or  similar  circumstances.”  To  assist 
to  Commission  review  of  the  60-day 
emergency  purchases  and  to  determin¬ 
ing  whether  a  publk;  hearing  is  necessary 
thereon.  Mid  Louisiana  shall  be  required 
to  file  and  serve  on  all  its  customers  and 
interested  state  commissions  within  thir¬ 
ty  days  of  the  Issuance  hereof  the  fol¬ 
lowing  information:  (1)  the  pipeline’s 
need  for  the  gas,  (2)  the  availability  of 
other  gas  supplies,  (3)  the  amount  of  gas 
purchased  under  each  60-day  transac¬ 
tion,  (4)  a  comparison  of  each  emer¬ 
gency  purchase  price  wiih  appropriate 
market  prices  to  the  same  or  nearby 
areas,  and  (5)  the  relationship  between 
the  purchaser  and  Ihe  seller.  Upon  re¬ 
ceipt  of  this  information,  it  will  be  duly 
noticed  for  receipt  of  comments  with  re¬ 
spect  thereto.  Should  our  review  indicate 
that  the  information  field  meets  the  cri¬ 
terion  set  forth  to  Opinion  No.  699-B, 
we  shall  terminate  the  proceedings  and 
relieve  Mid  Louisiana  of  Its  refund  ob¬ 
ligation.  Should  our  review  of  the  infor¬ 
mation  and  any  comments  related  there¬ 
to  indicate  that  further  proceedings  are 
required  as  to  any  or  all  of  the  60-day 
emergency  pundiases  they  would  be  es¬ 
tablished  by  subsequent  order. 


^ _ FPC _ issued  August  S8,  1875,  in 

XX>c1cet  No.  Et-S93. 

•  SmaU  Producers,  Docket  No.  BM76-6,  Mb- 
tioe  ot  Proposed  Bulemsktng,  issued  Au¬ 
gust  as.  1975. 

■ - FPC _ issued  S^rtember  8,  1975, 

to  Docket  No.  B-SSO-B. 


Our  review  of  Mid  Louisiana’s  claimed 
increased  purchased  gas  costs  other 
than  those  claimed  increased  costs  as¬ 
sociated  with  that  portion  of  small  pro¬ 
ducer  and  em^ency  purchases  to  excess 
of  the  rate  levels  prescribed  by  the  “130% 
formula’’  to  Opinion  No.  742  and  the  rate 
levels  prescribed  by  Opinion  No.  699-H 
respectively,  indicates  that  they  comply 
with  the  standard  set  forth  to  Docket  No. 
Rr-406.  Accordingly  we  shall  permit  Mid 
Louisiana  to  file  a  revised  tariff  sheet  to 
become  effective  Fdjruary  1,  1976  to  re- 
fiect  the  elimination  of  these  costs. 

The  Commission  finds.  (1)  It  is  ne¬ 
cessary  and  appropriate  to  aid  to  the  en¬ 
forcement  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that 
hearing  procedures  on  the  issue  of  small 
'producer  purchases  other  than  those 
small  producer  purchases  made  pursu- 
cmt  to  the  Commission’s  60-day  emer¬ 
gency  sales  regulation  be  deferred  pend¬ 
ing  further  Ccxnmission  order,  and  that 
Mid  Loifisiana’s  Eighteenth  Revised 
Sheet  No.  3a  to  its  First  Revised  Volume 
No.  1  of  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff  tendered  to 
this  docket  on  December  22, 1975,  be  ac¬ 
cepted  for  filing  and  permitted  to  be¬ 
come  effective  February  2,  1976,  .subject 
to  refund,  as  heretosffter  ordered  and 
conditioned. 

(2)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  to 
aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  Natmral 
Gas  Act  that  Mid  Louisiana’s  Alternate 
Eighteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  3a  to  its 
First  Revised  Volume  No.  1  of  its  FPC 
Gas  Tariff  tendered  to  this  docket  on 
December  22, 1975  be  rejected. 

(3)  It  is  necessary  and  ai^ropriate  to 
aid  to  the  enforcement  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  that  Mid  Louisiana  be  permit¬ 
ted  to  file,  to  become  effective  Febru¬ 
ary  1, 1976,  a  revised  tariff  sheet  reflect¬ 
ing  the  elimination  of  purchased  gas 
costs  associated  with  that  portion  of 
small  producer  and  emergency  pur¬ 
chases  to  excess  of  the  rate  levels  es¬ 
tablished  to  Opinion  Nos.  742  and  699- 
H,  as  appropriate. 

(4)  The  claimed  increased  costs,  other 
than  those  associated  with  that  portion 
of  small  producer  and  emergency  pur¬ 
chases  to  excess  of  the  rate  levels  es¬ 
tablished  to  Opinion  No.  742  and  Opin¬ 
ion  699-H  as  appropriate,  have  been  re¬ 
viewed  and  found  to  be  to  compliance 
with  the  standards  set  forth  to  Docket 
No.  Rr-406. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  Ifld  Loui¬ 
siana’s  proposed  Alternate  Eighteenth 
Revised  Sheet  No.  3a  to  its  First  Revised 
Volume  No.  1  of  its  FTC  Gas  Tariff  ten¬ 
dered  to  this  docket  on  December  22, 
1975  is  hereby  rejected. 

(B)  Mid  Louisiana’s  proposed  Revised 
Sheet  No.  3a  to  its  First  Revised  Vcdume 
No.  1  of  its  FE*C  Gas  Tariff  tendered  to 
this  docket  on  December  22,  1975  is 
hereby  accepted  for  filing  and  suspended 
for  one  day.  until  February  2, 1976,  when 
it  shall  become  effective,  subject  to 
refund. 

(C)  The  hearing  procedures  on  the  is¬ 
sue  of  small  produce  purchases,  other 
than  small  producer  purchases  made 
pursuant  to  the  COmmlssioa’s  60-day 
emergency  sales  regulation,  to  excess  of 


the  rate  levels  prescribed  by  Opinion  No. 
742,  are  hereby  deferred,  pending  fiu:- 
ther  Commission  order. 

(D)  Within  15  days  of  the  date  of  this 
order.  Mid  Louisiana  shall  file  with  the 
Commission  a  list,  including  addresses, 
of  the  small  producers  other  than  small 
producers  xmder  60-day  emergency  pur¬ 
chase  sales,  from  whom  it  purchased  at 
rates  to  excess  of  the  rate  level  provided 
for  by  Opinion  No.  742. 

(E)  Within  15  days  of  the  date  of  is¬ 
suance  of  this  order.  Mid  Louisiana  may 
file  a  revised  tariff  sheet  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  February  1,  1976,  which  refiects 
those  claimed  increased  purchased  gas 
costs  contained  to  its  PGA  adjustment 
other  than  those  clsdmed  increased  costs 
associated  with  that  portion  of  small 
producer  pvirchases  in  excess  of  the  rate 
levels  resiilttog  from  the  “130%  formvda’’ 
prescribed  by  Opinion  742  and  that  por¬ 
tion  of  the  60-day  emergency  purchases 
from  producers  other  than  small  pro¬ 
ducers  to  excess  of  the  rate  levels  pre¬ 
scribed  to  Opinion  699-H. 

(F)  To  assist  to  Commission  review  of 
the  60-day  emergency  purchases  and  to 
determining  whether  a  public  hearing 
is  necessary  thereon.  Mid  Louisiana  shall 
be  required  to  file  and  serve  on.  all  its 
customers  and  interested  state  commis¬ 
sions  within  thirty  da3rs  of  the  issuance 
hereof  the  following  information:  (1)  the 
pipeline’s  need  for  the  gas,  (2)  the  avall- 
at^lty  of  other  gas  supplies.  (3)  the 
amoimt  of  gas  purchased  \mder  each  60- 
day  transaction,  (4)  a  comparison  of 
each  onergency  purchase  price  with  ap- 
prc^rlate  market  prices  to  the  same  or 
nearby  areas,  and  (5)  the  relationship 
between  the  purchaser  and  the  sdler. 
Upon  receipt  of  this  information,  it  will 
be  duly  noticed  for  receipt  of  comments 
with  respect  thereto.  Should  our  review 
indicate  that  the  information  filed  meets 
the  criterion  set  forth  to  Opinion  No. 
699-B,  we  shall  terminate  the  proceed¬ 
ings  and  relieve  Mid  Louisiana  of  its  re- 
fimd  obligation.  Should  our  review  of 
the  information  and  any  comments  re¬ 
lated  thereto  indicate  that  further  pro¬ 
ceedings  are  required  as  to  any  or  all  of 
the  60-day  emergency  purchases  they 
would  be  established  by  subsequent  order. 

(G)  ’The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
pitollcation  of  this  order  to  be  issued  to 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Kenneth  F.  Pluiib, 

Secretary. 

IPR  Doc.76-3607  FUed  2-6-76:8:45  un] 


[Project  Nob.  2360  and  2363] 

MINNESOTA  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO.  AND 
POTLATCH  CORP. 

Proposed  Settlement  Agreement 

January  29,  1976. 

Public  notice  is  hereby  given  that  on 
December  19, 1975,  Potlatch  Corporation 
(Potlatch)  filed  an  offer  of  settlement  to 
the  above-captioned  proceeding;  that  on 
December  SI,  1975,  Commission  Staff 
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filed  a  response  to  the  offer  of  settlemait; 
and  that  on  Janusuy  14,  1976,  Potlatch 
filed  a  comment  on  Staff’s  response. 

Commission  ai^oval  of  the  agreanent 
embodied  In  the  filings  described  above 
would  resolve  all  outstanding  Issues  re¬ 
specting  Potlatch  in  this  proceeding, 
which  was  promulgated  by  the  Commls- 
slcm’s  Order  Granting  Rehearing  and 
Providing  for  Hearing  Issued  February  5, 
1965. 

In  its  Offer  of  Settlement,  Potiatch 
proposes  not  to  c(mtest  Commission 
jurisdiction  over  Project  No.  2363  based 
on  the  navigability  of  the  St.  Louis  River, 
Minnesota,  on  which  the  project  Is 
located,  and  to  accept  the  license  Issued 
on  December  11, 1964. 

Staff’s  response  to  the  offer  of  settle¬ 
ment  states  that  it  has  no  objection  to 
the  proposal,  provided  that  amended 
Articles  31  and  32  be  added  to  the  Project 
No.  2363  license  to  update  the  license 
conditions  and  make  them  current,  m 
its  comments  on  Staff’s  response.  Pot¬ 
latch  states  Its  belief  that  Article  31,  as 
proposed  by  Staff,  Is  unnecessary  Inas¬ 
much  as  Potlatch  itself  consumes  sub¬ 
stantially  the  total  energy  production  of 
Project  No.  2363,  and  for  other  reasons. 

Any  person  desiring  to  protest  or  com¬ 
ment  on  this  proix)sed  settlement  agree¬ 
ment  should  file  comments  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Conunlssion,  825  North 
Capitol  Stret,  Washington,  D.C.  20426  on 
or  before  March  12, 1976.  Comments  will 
be  considered  by  the  Conunlssion  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  A  copy  of  each  document  de¬ 
scribed  above  relating  to  the  proposed 
settlement  Is  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc .76-3564  Filed  2-5-76; 8: 45  am] 


lProJect.No8.  2360  and  2363] 

MINNESOTA  POWER  &  UGHT  CO.  AND 
POTLATCH  CORP. 

Proposed  Settlement  Agreement 

January  29,  1976. 

Public  notice  is  hereby  given  that  on 
December  18,  1975,  Minnesota  Power  & 
Light  Company  (MP&L)  filed  an  offer  of 
settlement  in  the  above-captioned  pro¬ 
ceeding;  that  on  December  30,  1975, 
Commission  Staff  filed  a  response  to  the 
offer  of  settlement;  and  that  on  January 
14,  1976,  MP&L  filed  a  comment  on 
Staff’s  response. 

Commission  approval  of  the  agreement 
embodied  in  the  filings  described  above 
would  resolve  all  outstanding  issues  re¬ 
specting  MP&L  in  this  proceeding,  which 
was  promulgated  by  the  Commission’s 
Order  Granting  Rehearing  and  Provid¬ 
ing  for  Hearing  issued  February  5,  1965. 

In  its  oBer  of  settlement,  MP&L  pro¬ 
poses  not  to  contest  Commlssicm  juris¬ 
diction  over  Project  No.  2360  based  on 
the  navigability  of  the  St.  Louis  River, 
Minnesota,  on  which  the  project  is  lo¬ 
cated,  and  to  accept  the  license  Issued  on 
December  11,  1964,  provided  that  the 


project’s  separate  developments  be  as¬ 
signed  to  different  effective  dates  to  re¬ 
flect  the  backdating  policy  oi  the  Oom- 
mlsslon’s  decision  in  Central  Vermont 
PMic  Service  Corporation,  42  FP.C. 
1238  (1969). 

Staff’s  response  to  the  offer  of  settle¬ 
ment  states  that  it  has  no  objection  to 
the  assignment  of  different  effective 
dates  to  separate  developments  at  the 
project.  St^  proposes,  however,  that 
amended  Articles  31  through'35  be  added 
to  the  Project  No.  2360  license  to  reflect 
developments  that  have  occurred  since 
’1964,  and  to  update  the  license  conditions 
and  make  them  current.  In  its  comments 
on  Staff’s  response,  MP&L  states  that  it 
has  no  objection  to  Staff’s  proposed  li¬ 
cense  Articles. 

Any  person  desiring  to  protest  or  com¬ 
ment  on  this  proposed  settlement  agree¬ 
ment  should  file  comments  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission,  825  North  Capi¬ 
tol  Street,  Washington,  D.C.  20426  on  or 
before  March  12, 1976.  Comments  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken.  A  copy  of  each  document  de¬ 
scribed  above  relating  to  the  settlement 
is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  is 
available  for  public  Inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-3565  Filed  2-5-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  ER76-474] 

MONTANA  POWER  CO. 

Filing  of  Service  Schedule 

January  30,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  21,  1976, 
the  Montana  Power  Comp>any  (Montana) 
tendered  for  filing  with  the  Commission 
Service  Schedule  K-1  which  covers  the 
sale  of  firm  capacity  and  energy  by  Mon¬ 
tana  to  Utah  Power  &  Light  Company 
(Utah).  Montana  states  that  Service 
Schedule  K-1  is  agreed  to  imder,  and  as 
a  part  of,  the  intercormectlon  Agreement 
dated  March  4,  1941,  among  Montana, 
Utah  and  the  Idaho  Power  Company. 
Montana  requests  that  its  submittal  be 
accepted  for  filing,  that  the  requirements 
of  prior  notice  be  waived,  and  that 
Schedule  K-1  be  allowed  to  become  ef¬ 
fective  January  1,  1976.  Included  in  the 
submittal  were  estimates  of  the  trans¬ 
actions  and  revenues  imder  Service 
Schedule  K-1  for  the  period  January  1, 
1976  through  August  31,  1977.  Montana 
states  that  a  copy  of  its  sutoiittal  is  being 
furnished  to  Utah  with  a  request  that 
Utah  submit  a  certificate  of  concurrence 
to  the  Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  CT^itol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All 
such  petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed 
on  or  before  February  13,  1976.  Protests 
will  be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 


taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding,  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  Intervene,  copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  witii  the  Commission 
and  are  avaUable  for  public  ln;y)ection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-3610  Filed  2-5-76:8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  CP75-348,  et  al.] 

NATIONAL  FUEL  GAS  SUPPLY  CORP. 
Postponing  Hearing  Date 

January  30,  1976. 

On  January  27,  1976,  the  Applicants 
in  the  above-indicated  proceedings  filed 
a  motion  to  extend  the  date  of  hearing, 
as  set  by  order  issued  November  28,  1975 
as  most  recently  modified  by  notice  is¬ 
sued  December  10, 1975. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  hearing  in  the  above  mat¬ 
ter  is  postponed  from  February  17,  1976 
to  February  18, 1976. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-3594  FUed  2-6-76:8:46  am] 

[Docket  No.  RP76-1081 

NATURAL  GAS  PIPELINE  CO.  OF  AMERICA 
Further  Extension  of  Procedural  Dates 
January  30,  1976. 

On  January  28, 1976,  Natural  Gas  Pipe¬ 
line  Compiany  of  America  filed  a  motion 
to  extend  the  procedural  date  fixed  by 
order  Issued  June  30,  1975,  as  most  re¬ 
cently  modified  by  notice  Issued  October 
1,  1975,  in  the  above-designated  pro¬ 
ceeding. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above  matter  are  modified  as  follows: 

Service  of  Intervenor  Testimony,  Febru¬ 
ary  23,  1976. 

Service  of  Company  Rebuttal,  March  22, 
1976. 

Hearing,  April  6,  1976  (10  a.m.,  e.s.t.) 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-3587  Filed  2-6-76:8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  ER76-481] 

NEW  BEDFORD  GAS  &  EDISON  LIGHT  CO. 
Filing  of  Initial  Rate  Schedule 

January  30, 1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  23,  1976., 
New  Bedford  Gas  and  Edison  Light  Com¬ 
pany  (New  Bedford)  tendered  for  filing 
a  Transmission  Contract  dated  Janu¬ 
ary  16,  1978,  between  itself  and  Central 
Maine  Power  Company  (Central  Maine) 
as  an  initial  rate  schedule  for  the  trans¬ 
mission  of  unit  power  purchased  by  Cen¬ 
tral  Maine  from  Canal  Electric  Com¬ 
pany’s  Unit  No.  2  (Canal  Unit  No.  2) 
from  its  point  of  delivery  at  the  345  KV 
bus  of  the  C^anal  switchyard  to  the  exist¬ 
ing  New  England  345  KTV  transmission 
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system  at  Boston  Edison  Company’s  West 
Medway  substation. 

New  Bedford  proposes  that  the  ten¬ 
dered  Initial  rate  schedule  be  made  ef¬ 
fective  as  of  the  commercial  date  of 
Canal  Unit  No.  2.  currently  estimated  as 
February  1,  1976.  The  tend^ed  rate 
schedule  will  terminate  by  its  own  terms 
on  April  30,  1977.  The  execution  of  the 
tendered  rate  schedule  having  been  tm- 
avoidably  delayed.  New  Bedford  requests 
waiver  of  the  Commission’s  notice  re¬ 
quirements  pursuant  to  Section  35.11  of 
its  Regulations  to  permit  the  effective 
date  as  proposed. 

A  copy  of  this  filing  has  been  served 
upon  the  Central  Maine  Power  Compcmy. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  Intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Ccxnmission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  February  13, 1976.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  Inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

IPR  Doc.76-3697  Piled  2-5-76:8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  CP76-229] 

NORTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Application 

January  29,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  12,  1976, 
Northern  Natural  Qas  Company  (Ap¬ 
plicant)  ,  2223  Dodge  Street,  Omaha,  Ne¬ 
braska  68102,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP76- 
229  an  application  pursuant  to  Section 
7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  cer¬ 
tificate  of  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  authorizing  the  transportation  and 
sale  of  natural  gas  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  pursuant  to  new  Emergency  Serv¬ 
ice  Rate  Schedule  E-1,  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  application  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public  in¬ 
spection. 

Applicant  proposes  to  provide  service 
pursuant  to  Rate  Schedule  E-1  during 
emergency  situations,  where  natural  gas 
is  required  to  forestall  irreparable  injury 
to  life  or  property  including  environ¬ 
mental  emergencies.  The  proposed  serv¬ 
ice  would  be  available  to  gas  utilities, 
which  purchase  gas  from  Applicant,  for 
the  pmchase  of  gas  which  is  not  other¬ 
wise  available  imder  any  other  rate 
schedules  durii^  emergency  situations. 
Pursuant  to  the  proposed  rate  schedule, 
gas  utilities  who  purchase  natural  gas 
from  Applicant  would  be  able  to  purchase 
natural  gas  pursuant  to  the  prc^posed 
Rate  Schedifie  E-1  in  volumes  and  for 
durations  determined  solely  by  Appli¬ 
cant,  as  specifically  author!:^  by  Appli¬ 


cant,  and  subject  to  interruption  by  Ap- 
idicant.  Emergency  vcdumes  taken  on  any 
day  sales  are  authorised  under  Rate 
Schedule  E-1  in  excess  of  those  volumes 
specifically  authorized  by  Applicsmt  un¬ 
der  Rate  Schedule  E-1  and  any  other 
rate  schedule  would  subject  the  recipient 
to  penalty  payments. 

Applicant  proposes  to  charge  for  the 
proposed  service  a  rate  equal  to  the  then 
effective  100  percent  load  factor  rate  for 
the  appropriate  rate  zone  plus  50  cents. 
The  proposed  penalty  for  volumes  of  nat¬ 
ural  gas  taken  in  excess  of  those  author¬ 
ized  would  consist  of  the  payment  by  the 
customer  of  the  proposed  charge  for  the 
E-1  service  plus  $10.00  per  Mcf. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  oa  or  before  Febru¬ 
ary  19,  1976,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  Reg¬ 
ulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  pro- 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  Jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Cmnmlssion  by  Sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Ocus  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of 
the  certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or 
if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.7e-3574  FUed  2-5-76:8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  CP74-1961 

NORTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Petition  To  Amend 

January  30,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  20,  1976, 
Northern  Nattiral  Gas  Company  (Peti¬ 
tioner)  ,  2223  Dodge  Street,  Omaha,  Ne¬ 
braska  68102,  filed  In  Docket  No.  CP74- 
196  a  petititm  to  amend  the  order  of  the 
Commission  of  April  15,  1974  (51  FPC 
1306) ,  Issuing  a  certificate  of  public  con¬ 


venience  and  necessity  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  to 
delete  the  authorization  for  the  con¬ 
struction  and  operation  of  two  of  the 
seven  2,200  horsepower  compressor  units 
in  the  Gomez  Field,  Pecos  Coimty,  Texas, 
all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  petition 
to  amend  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Petitioner  states  that  the  primary  pur¬ 
pose  for  the  authorized  15,400  compres¬ 
sor  horsepower  addition  to  the  Gomez 
gathering  system  was  to  allow  Petitioner 
to  meet  its  contractual  obligations  in 
terms  of  pressure  requirements  while 
maintaining  deliverability.  Petitioner  al¬ 
leges  that  other  companies  purchasing 
natural  gas  in  the  Gomez  Field  were 
operating  their  gathering  systems  in  the 
500-700  psia  range,  while  Petitioner  was 
operating  its  gathering  system  at  the 
1050-1150  psia  range. 

Applicant  states  that  it  Installed  and 
operated  five  of  the  authorized  seven 
2,200  horsepower  compressor  \mits,  but 
that  development  volumes  in  the  Gomez 
Field  were  less  than  anticipated  in  1974, 
so  Applicant  decided  to  defer  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  two  remaining  author¬ 
ized  compressor  units  until  1975.  Appli¬ 
cant  states  further,  that  on  the  basis  of 
a  new  study  conducted  in  late  1974  and 
early  1975,  in  which  all  non-marginal 
and  near-marginal  wells  were  shown  at 
a{H>roximately  80-90  percent  of  their 
theoreticsd  open  flow  potential,  it  has 
concluded  that  the  two  2,200  compressor 
horsepower  imits  not  installed  would  not 
increase  Uie  deliverability  sufficiently  to 
justify  the  additional  investment  or  fuel 
requirements  and  that  the  five  installed 
xmits  would  provide  for  the  overall  ob¬ 
jectives  set  forth  in  the  originsd  appli¬ 
cation  in  the  Instant  docket. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  to  amend  should  on  or  before 
February  20,  1976,  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Wefthlngton,  D.C. 
20426,  a  petition  to  Intervene  or  a  protest 
in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
Regulations  xmder  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  th? 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-3615  FUed  2-5-76:8:45  Am] 

[Docket  No.  KR76-475] 

OHIO  EDISON  CO. 

Termination 

January  30,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  22,  1976, 
the  Ohio  Edison  Company  (Ohio)  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing  with  the  Commission  no- 
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tice  that  effective  October  22,  1975,  Rate 
Schedule  FPC  No.  119,  and  Supplement 
Nos.  1  and  2  thereto,  effective  Decem¬ 
ber  20.  1974,  Is  termliiated  by  its  terms. 
Ohio  states  that  the  notice  of  termina¬ 
tion  has  been  served  upon  the  Mayor  of 
the  Village  of  Grafton,  Ohio. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure  (18  CPR  1.8,  1.10).  All 
such  petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed 
on  or  before  February  13,  1976.  Protests 
will  be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretat y. 

[FR  Doc.76-3593  Filed  2-6-76:8:46  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  EB76-381  and  E-8882] 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  CO.  OF  COLORADO 

Order  Accepting  for  Filing,  Suspending,  Es> 

tablishing  Procedures,  Denying  Motions 

To  Re]e^  Granting  Interventions,  and 

Consolidating  Reserved  Issue 

January  30, 1976. 

On  Decembed  22, 1975,  the  Public  Serv¬ 
ice  Company  of  Colorado  (PSCC)  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing  proposed  changes  in  its 
FTC  Electric  Rate  ^hedules  Nos,  3,  6,  9, 
11,  12,  13,  14  and  15.'  PSCC  states  that 
the  changes  include  increased  rates  for 
wholesale  electric  service  reflecting  a 
general  rate  increase,  a  restatement  of 
the  Fossil  F\iel  Cost  Adjustment,  and  a 
change  in  thejbase  cost  of  fuel.  The  in¬ 
creased  rate  will  increase  revenues  from 
jurisdictional  sales  and  service  by  $7,- 
684,261  based  on  the  twelve  month  period 
ended  December  31,  1976,  according  to 
the  Company, 

PSCC  states  that  the  general  rate  in¬ 
crease  is  necessary  because  of  the  effect 
on  its  operations  of  escalating  prices  and 
inadequate  rate  of  return  on  its  invest¬ 
ment.  The  restatement  of  the  PossU  Fuel 
Cost  Adjustment  is  made  in  purported 
compliance  with  Commission  Order  No. 
517  issued  November  13,  1974,  in  Docket 
No.  R-479,  and  the  change  in  the  base 
cost  of  fuel  reflects  an  increase  in  the 
cost  of  fuel.  PSCC  requested  an  effective 
date  of  February  1, 1976. 

Notice  of  PSCJC’s  filhig  was  issued  on 
January  8,  1976  with  all  protests  or  pe¬ 
titions  to  intervene  due  on  or  before  Jan¬ 
uary  21,  1976.  Various  petitions  and  no¬ 
tices  of  intervention  were  filed  (Attach¬ 
ment  B) . 

In  the  Protest  and  Petition  to  Inter¬ 
vene  filed  on  January  21,  1976  by  Cen- 


>  See  Attachment  A  for  designations. 


tral  Telephone  &  Utilities  Corporation 
(CTU) ,  crru  states  that  there  are 
grounds  upon  which  the  Commissimi 
should  refuse  to  accept  the  application 
for  filing.  We  shall  treat  CTU’s  request 
as  a  Motion  for  rejection.  As  support  for 
its  request,  CTTU  states  that:  (1)  there 
is  no  explanation  for  PSCXJ’s  change  of 
demand  allocation  techniques  from  those 
used  in  PS(X)’s  previous  rate  increase 
proceeding  (Docket  No.  E-8882) ,  (2)  in¬ 
sufficient  back-up  data  or  testimony  is 
provided  to  support  the  requested  in¬ 
creases,  (3)  PSCC’s  proposed  fuel  ad¬ 
justment  clause  does  not  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  Order  No.  517,  and  (4) 
insufficient  data  is  provided  to  support 
PSCXJ’s  calculations  of  federal  income 
taxes.  With  respect  to  items  1,  2  and  4 
above,  we  find  that  PSCC  has  provided 
sufficient  data  to  conform  with  the  filing 
requirements  imposed  by  our  Regu¬ 
lations.  Therefore,  the  above-stated  ob¬ 
jections  do  not  compel  our  rejection  of 
PSCTC’s  filing,  but  may  be  raised  at  the 
hearing  to  be  established,  infra.  CTTU’s 
contentions  are  as  to  the  implementa¬ 
tion  of  the  proposed  fuel  clause,  and  are 
also  more  appropriately  raised  at  the 
hearing.  Based  upon  the  foregoing  dis¬ 
cussion,  CTU’s  request  for  rejection  is 
denied. 

The  Home  Light  and  Power  Company 
(Home  Light)  filed  a  similar  Protest 
and  Petition  to  Intervene  on  January  21, 
1976,  requesting  that  we  refuse  to  accept 
PSCC’s  filing.  Home  Light  raised  objec¬ 
tions  identical  to  those  of  CTU,  supra, 
but  in  addition  set  forth  Other  reasons 
in  support  of  its  contention  that  PSCC’s 
proposed  increase  was  excessive.  Those 
reasons  include  PSCC’s  Improving  finan¬ 
cial  situation,  the  lack  of  urgency  for 
normalization  of  liberalized  depreciation, 
and  the  improper  allocation  of  various 
expenses  and  transmission  plant.  As 
noted  above,  these  are  all  Issues  which 
are  more  appropriately  raised  at  the 
hearing  to  be  established  herein,  and  not 
proper  bases  upon  which  we  may  refuse 
to  accept  the  filing.  Home  Light’s  request 
that  we  reject  the  instant  filing  is  there¬ 
fore  also  denied. 

Our  review  of  PSCC’s  filing  and  the 
issues  raised  therein  indicates  that  the 
proposed  changes  have_not  been  shown 
to  be  just  and  reasonable  and  may  be 
unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  discrimina¬ 
tory,  preferential  or  otherwise  unlawful. 
Accordingly,  we  shall  suspend  the  pro¬ 
posed  changes  for  two  months  and  estab¬ 
lish  hearing  procedures  to  determine  the 
justness  and  reasonableness  of  PSCC’s 
filing. 

Our  review  further  indicates  that  the 
year  utlUzed  as  Period  I  in  PSCC’s  in¬ 
stant  filing  is  the  twelve  month  period 
ended  September  30,  1975.  In  the  settle¬ 
ment  agreement  filed  and  accepted  in 
PSCC’s  immediately  preceding  rate  case. 
Docket  No.  E-8882,  the  issue  of  whether 
or  not  the  Intermountain  Rural  Electric 
Association  (Intermountain)  is  property 
includable  in  the  small  wholesale  class 
of  customer  was  reserved  for  later  hear¬ 


ing.*  By  subsequent  order  in  that  docket 
issued  January  12.  1976,  we  permitted 
PSCC  to  file  data  as  to  Intermoimtain 
for  purposes  of  the  hearing  based  upon 
the  twelve  months  ended  September  30, 
1975.  We  find  that  the  reserved  issue 
from  Docket  No.  E— 8882  is  sufficiently 
similar  with  Issues  of  law  and  fact  raised 
in  the  instant  proceeding  so  as  to  war¬ 
rant  their  consolidation  as  hereinafter 
provided. 

The  Commission  finds:  (1)  It  is  neces¬ 
sary  and  proper  in  the  public  interest 
and  to  aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  that 
the  Commission  enter  upon  a  hearing 
concerning  the  lawfulness  of  the  rates 
and  charges  contained  in  PSCC’s  revised 
rate  schedule  proposed  in  this  docket  and 
that  the  tendered  rate  schedules  be  sus¬ 
pended  as  hereinafter  provided. 

(2)  Good  cause  has  been  shown  to 
consolidate  the  reserved  issue  from 
Docket  No.  E-8882  as  to  Intermoimtain 
with  the  proceedings  established  herein 
for  purposes  of  hearing  and  further 
consideration. 

(3)  Good  cause  has  not  been  shown 
to  reject  the  instant  filing. 

(4)  It  is  desirable  and  in  the  public 
Interest  to  allow  the  above-named  peti¬ 
tioners  to  intervene. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Pending 
a  hearing  and  a  decision  thereon,  PSCC’s 
proposed  changes  in  its  rates  and 
charges,  tendered  on  December  22, 1975, 
are  accepted  for  filing,  and  suspended  for 
two  months  the  use  thereof  deferred  un¬ 
til  April  1,  1976,  when  they  will  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  become  effective  subject  to 
refund. 

(B)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  that  purpose 
(See  Delegation  of  Authority,  18  C.P.R. 
3.5(d)),  shall  preside  at  an  initial  con¬ 
ference  in  this  proceeding  at  10:00  a.m. 
on  February  12, 1976.  Said  Presiding  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  is  hereby  au¬ 
thorized  to  establish  all  procedural  dates 
for  this  proceeding  and  to  rule  upon  all 
motions  (except  petitions  to  Inteiwene) . 

(C)  The  issue  reserved  from  Docket 
No.  E-8882,  as  described  within  the  body 
of  this  order,  is  hereby  consolidated  for 
purposes  of  further  consideration,  hear¬ 
ing,  and  decision  thereupon  wttii  the 
proceeding  herein  ordered. 

(D)  The  above-named  petitioners  are 
hereby  permitted  to  intervene  in  these 
proceedings  subject  to  the  rules  and  reg¬ 
ulations  of  the  Commission;  Provided, 
however,  that  participation  wf  such  in¬ 
terveners  shall  be  limited  to  matters  af- 


*  Public  Service  Company  of  Colorado, 
Docket  No.  E-8882,  “Order  Approving  Settle¬ 
ment’’,  Issued  November  17,  1975.  The  settle¬ 
ment  also  provided  that  PSOC  would  file  a 
cost  of  service  study  as  to  Intermountain  no 
later  than  December  81.  1976,  based  upon 
data  for  the  year  ended  June  30.  1975.  No 
hearing  date  was  set  for  the  reserved  Issue 
pending  receipt  of  that  data.  TTils  data  was 
submitted  by  letter  dated  December  26,  1975 
but  was  for  a  different  twelve  month  period. 
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fectlng  asserted  rights  and  Interests  as 
specifically  set  forth  In  the  petitions  to 
Intervene;  and  Provided,  further,  that 
the  admission  of  such  Intervenors  shall 
not  be  construed  as  recognition  by  the 
Commission  that  they  might  be  ag¬ 
grieved  because  of  any  order  or  orders 
of  the  Commission  entered  In  this  pro¬ 
ceeding.  > 


(E)  The  Motions  to  reject  of  CTU  and 
Home  Light  are  hereby  denied. 

(F)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  In 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kkmneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 


Attachment  A — Rate  Schedule  Designations 
Public  Service  Company  of  Colorado 

Filing  Date:  December  22, 1975. 

Dated:  Undated. 

Othw  Parties:  Wholesale  Customers,  as  Indicated. 

Index  Code:  F. 

Designation 

crrr  or  aspen,  Colorado 

Supp.  Mo.  6  to  rate  schedule  FPC  Mo.  3  (supsersedee  supp.  Mo.  4) _ 

Supp.  Mo.  1  to  supp.  Mo.  6  to  rate  schedule  FPC  Mo.  3  (supersedes 
supp.  Mo.  1  to  supp.  Mo.  4) . 

TOWN  OP  LYONS,  COLORADO 

Supp.  Mo.  7  to  rate  schedule  FPC  Mo.  6  (supersedes  supp.  Mo.  6) _ 

Bupp.  Mo.  1  to  supp.  No.  7  to  rate  schedule  FPC  Mo.  8  (supersedes  supp. 
Mo.  1  to  supp.  No.  8) . 

HOME  LIGHT  AND  POWER  COMPANY 

Bupp.  Mo.  8  to  rate  schedule  FPC  No.  9  (supersedes  supp.  No.  7) _ 

Bupp.  Mo.  1  to  supp.  No.  8  to  rate  schedule  FPC  Mo.  9  (supersedes 
supp.  No.  1  to  supp.  Mo.  7) . 

GXrr  OP  GLENWOOD  SPRINGS,  COLORADO 

Bupp.  Mo.  4  to  rate  schedule  FPC  Mo.  11  (supersedes  supp.  Mo.  3) _ 

Bupp.  Mo.  1  to  supp.  Mo.  4  to  rate  schedule  FPC  No.  11  (supersedes 
supp.  No.  1  to  supp.  No.  3) . 

OOLCHUDO-UTE  ELECTBIC  ASSOCIATI(Hr,  DfO. 

Bupp.  No.  8  to  rate  schedule  FPC  No.  12  (supersedes  sui^.  No.  6) _ 


Bupp.  No.  8  to  rate  schedule  FPC  No.  12  (supersedes  supp.  Mo.  1  to 
supp.  Mo.  6) . 

CENTRAL  TELEPHONE  *  UTtUTIES  CORPORATION 
(SOUTHERN  (XILORADO  POWER  DIVISION) 

Bupp.  No.  4  to  rate  schedule  FPC  Mo.  13  (supersedes  supp.  Mo.  3) _ 

Bupp.  MO.  1  to  supp.  Mo.  4  to  rate  schedule  FPC  Mo.  18  (supersedes 
supp.  Mo.  1  to  su];^.  No.  8) 

INTERMOUNTAIN  BUBAL  ELBCHRIC  ASSOCUTION 

Bupp.  Mo.  4  to  rate  schedule  FPC  Mo.  14  (supersedes  supp.  No.  3) _ 

Bupp.  Mo.  1  to  supp.  Mo.  4  to  rate  schedule  FPC  Mo.  14  (supersedes 
supp.  Mo.  1  to  si^p.  Mo.  3) . 

CXTT  os  RURUNOTON.  (XHXHADO 

Bupp.  Mo.  4  to  rate  schedule  FPC  No.  16  (supersedes  supp.  Mo.  2) _ _ 

Bupp.  Mo.  1  to  siqtp.  Mo.  4  to  rate  schedule  FPC  No.  15  (supersedes 
supp.  No.  8) . 


Description 


Schedule  of  rates  tor 
service. 

Fuel  cost  adjust¬ 
ment  clause. 


Schedule  of  rates  for 
eervioe. 

Fuel  cost  adjust¬ 
ment  clause. 


Schedule  of  rates  for 
service. 

Fuel  cost  adjust¬ 
ment  clause. 

Schedule  of  rates  for 
service. 

Fuel  cost  adjust¬ 
ment  clause. 


Schedule  of  rates  for 
service  (Including 
transmlwilon 
agreement). 

Fuel  cost  adjust¬ 
ment  clause. 


Schedule  of  rates  for 
service. 

Fuel  cost  adjust¬ 
ment  clause. 


Schedule  of  rates  for 
service. 

Fuel  cost  adjust¬ 
ment  clause. 


Schedule  of  rates  for 
service. 

Futi  cost  adjust¬ 
ment  clause. 


Attachment  B;  Public  Service  Company  or 


Colorado 

intervenor  DaU  filed 

Public  Utilities  commission 

of  the  State  of  Colo _  Jan.  19,  1978. 

Colcoado-Ute  Electric  Asso¬ 
ciation,  Inc _  Jan.  19,  1976. 

Central  Telephone  tt  Utlli- 
tles  Corp _  Jan.  21,  1976. 

Home  Light  and  Power  Co _  Do. 


Intermountain  Rural  Elec¬ 
tric  Association.  City  of 
Aspen,  Colo..  Ci^  of  Bur¬ 
lington,  Colo.,  City  of 
Olenwood  Springs.  Colo., 

Town  of  Lyon.  Colo _  Do. 

[FR  Doc.76-3613  Filed  2-5-76;8:45  ami 


(Docket  No.  ER76-3081 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  CO.  OF  NEW  MEXICO 
Filing  of  Supplemental  Data 

January  29,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  26,  1976, 
the  Public  Service  Company  of  New 
Mexico  tendered  supplemental  data  In¬ 
tended  to  make  complete  Its  original 
filing  in  this  docket  of  December  1,  1975. 
This  action  is  in  response  to  a  deficiency 
letter  issued  by  the  Secretary  (tf  the 
Federal  Power  Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  Intervene  or  protest  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Ckimmlssion,  825  North 
Capitol  Street.  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  Sectiims  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CTFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  Febru¬ 
ary  13,  1976.  Protests  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protes- 
tants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  Intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  Inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretan/. 

(FR  Doc.76-3575  FUed  2-5-76:8:45  Rm] 


(Docet  Mo.  ER76-3861 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  CO.  OF  NEW  MEXICO 
Filing  of  Supplemental  Data 

January  29,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  26. 1976, 
tile  Public  Service  Comiiany  of  New 
Mexl(x>  tendered  su];H>lemental  data  In¬ 
tended  to  make  complete  its  (Mdginal 
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filing  in  this  docket  of  Dec«nb»  1, 1(175. 
This  action  Is  In  response  to  a  deflcleiK^ 
letter  issued  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Federal  Power  Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petitlMi 
should  file  a  petltlcm  to  Intervaie  or 
protest  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion.  825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  In  accordance 
with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure  (18  CPR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  February  13, 1976.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  ai^roprlate  action  to  be 
taen.  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  parlor  must 
file  a  peition  to  Intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  available  for  public  Inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb. 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.76-3670  Plied  2-5-76:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP73-64  (PaA76-l] 

SOUTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Order  Granting  Late  Interventions 

January  29,  1976. 

On  November  14,  1975,  the  Southern 
Natural  Gas  Company  (Southern) 
tendered  for  filing  certain  proposed  ad¬ 
justments  to  its  Purchased  Gas  Adjust¬ 
ment  clause  to  become  effective  Janu- 
,  ary  1, 1976.  Southern’s  filing  was  noticed 
by  the  Commission  on  November  24. 1975, 
with  protests  and  petitions  to  In¬ 
tervene  due  on  or  before  December  9, 
1975.  An  imtimely  protest  and  petition  to 
intervene  was  filed  by  South  Carolina 
Electric  and  Gas  Company  on  January  8, 
1976  and  by  the  Alabama  Municipal  Dis¬ 
tributors  Group  on  January  19, 1976. 

Having  reviewed  the  above  petitions  to 
intervene,  we  believe  that  the  pietitioners 
have  suffici^t  interest  in  the  proceeding 
to  warrant  Intervention. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  desirable 
and  in  the  public  interest  to  allow  the 
above-named  p^tloner  to  Intervene. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  TTie 
above-named  petitioners  are  hereby 
permitted  to  intervene  In  these  proceed¬ 
ings  subject  to  the  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  of  the  Commission;  Provided,  how¬ 
ever.  that  participation  of  such  Inter¬ 
veners  shall  be  limited  to  matters  affect¬ 
ing  asserted  rights  and  Interests  as 
specifically  set  forth  in  their  petition  to 
intervene;  and  Provided,  further,  that 
the  admission  of  such  intervenors  shall 
not  be  construed  as  recognition  by  the 
Commission  that  they  might  be  ag¬ 
grieved  because  of  any  order  or  orders 
of  the  Commission  entered  in  this 
proceeding. 

(B)  The  intervention  granted  herein 
shall  not  be  the  basis  for  delaying  or  de¬ 
ferring  any  iHocedural  schedides  hereto¬ 
fore  established  for  the  orderly  and  ex¬ 
peditious  disposition  of  this  proceeding. 


(C)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  ot  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-3568  Piled  2-5-76;  8: 46  am] 


[Docket  No.  0-4716] 

SOUTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO., 

TENNESSEE  GAS  PtPEUNE  CO. 

Petition  To  Amend 

January  29,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  6,  1976, 
Southern  Natural  Gas  Company  (South¬ 
ern)  ,  Post  Office  Box  2563,  Birmingham. 
Alabama  35202,  and  Tennessee.Gas  Pipe¬ 
line  Company,  a  Division  of  Tenneco  Inc. 
(Tennessee) ,  Post  Office  Box  2511,  Hous¬ 
ton,  Texas  77001,  jointly  Petitioners,  filed 
in  Docket  No.  G-4715  a  petition  to  amend 
the  order  of  the  Commission  of  February 
25,  1955  (14  PPC  577),  as  amended,  issu¬ 
ing  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  pursuant  to  Section  7(c) 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  to  include  author¬ 
ization  for  Southern  to  deliver  gas  to 
Tennessee  for  exchange  at  three  addi¬ 
tional  points,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth 
in  the  petition  to  amend  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Petitioners  state  that  pursuant  to  an 
amendment  dated  November  14,  1975,  to 
their  exchange  agreement,  they  have 
agreed  for  Southern  to  deliver  (1)  up  to 
5,000  Mcf  of  gas  per  day  to  Tennessee  at 
the  tailgate  of  Champlin  Petroleiun  Com¬ 
pany’s  East  Texas  Plant,  Carthage  Field. 
Panola  Coxmty,  Texas,  where  the  plant 
facilities  connect  with  the  facilities  of 
Tennseess  (Carthage  delivery  point),  (2) 
up  to  500  Mcf  of  gas  per  day  to  Tennessee 
at  a  point  adajeent  to  Exxon  Company’s 
tank  battery  located  in  Lafourche  Parish, 
Louisiana,  where  the  facilities  of  Ten- 
nesee  (Bully  Camp  delivery  point)  and 
(3)  up  to  5,000  Mcf  of  gas  per  day  to 
Tennessee  at  a  point  in  the  Lake  Wash¬ 
ington  Field,  Plaquemines  Parish,  Loui¬ 
siana,  where  the  facilities  of  Texaco  Inc. 
interconnect  with  the  facilities  of  Ten¬ 
nessee  (Lake  Washington  delivery  point 
No.  2) . 

Petitioners  state  that  the  Carthage  de¬ 
livery  point  would  allow  Southern  to  re¬ 
ceive  gas  from  the  Carthage  Fidd  pro¬ 
duced  and  processed  by  Teal  Petroleum 
Company  which  Tennessee  would  be  able 
to  accept  for  Southern’s  account  through 
existing  facilities.  The  Lake  Washing¬ 
ton  delivery  point  No.  2  would  allow 
Southern  to  receive  gas  dedicated  to  it 
from  a  new  w^  from  which  Signal  Oil 
Company’s  interest  is  dedicated  to 
Southern,  without  the  necessity  of  con¬ 
structing  additional  faculties.  Petitioners 
state.  Petitioners  state  further  that  they 
propose  to  exchange  gas  at  the  BiiDy 
Camp  delivery  point  because  fire  has  de¬ 
stroyed  Southern’s  facllttles  tat  accept¬ 
ing  deliveries  of  natural  gas  in  the  area 


and  that  the  small  volumes  of  natural 
gas  Involved  could  not  economically  jus¬ 
tify  the  expenditure  for  replacement 
facilities. 

Petitioners  state  that  the  deliveries  of 
natural  gas  proposed  herein  would  not 
require  the  construction  of  additional  fa¬ 
cilities  and  that  the  redeliveries  of  equiv¬ 
alent  volmnes  of  natural  gas  by  Tennes¬ 
see  to  Southern  would  be  made  through 
existing  points  of  Intercoiuiection  au¬ 
thorized  by  the  Commission  for  the  ex¬ 
change  of  natural  gas  between  Petition¬ 
ers. 

And  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  to  amend  should  (m  or  before 
February  19,  1976,  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  a  petition  to  Intervene  or  a  pro¬ 
test  in  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and 
the  Regulations  imder  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  (18  CPR  157.10).  An  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  it  in  determining  the  ap¬ 
propriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  Protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing  there¬ 
in  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-3579  FUed  2-6-76;8:45  am] 


TENNECO  OIL  CO.  ET  AL 

[Rate  Schedule  Nos.  156,  et  al.] 

Rate  Change  Filing  Pursuant  to 
Commission’s  Opinion  No.  699 -H 

January  30,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  the  producer  listed 
in  the  Appendix  attached  hereto  has  filed 
proposed  increased  rates  to  the  appli¬ 
cable  new  gas  national  ceiling  based  on 
the  interpretation  of  vintaglng  c(mcepts 
set  forth  by  the  Commission  in  its 
Opinion  No.  699-H,  Issued  December  4, 
1974.  Pursuant  to  Opinion  No.  699-H  the 
rates,  if  accepted,  will  become  effective 
as  of  the  date  of  filing. 

The  information  relevant  to  each  of 
these  sales  is  listed  in  the  Appendix. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
filings  should  on  or  before  February  17, 
1976,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Cwn- 
mission,  Washlngt(m,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  Intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10) .  A  protest  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestant  a  party 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  peuty  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  inx>ceedlng  must  file 
a  petltioii  to  intervene  In  accordance 
with  the  CommiaBloa’k  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 
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No. 


Jan.  21, 1976...  TMuaeco  Oil  Co.,  P.0. 80x2511,  Hons- 
.  ton,  Tex.  77001. 


JDo . 

. do. 

Do . 

. do. 

Do . 

Jan.  26, 1976...  Hunt  OU  Co.,  1401  Elm,  Dallas,  Tex. 
75202. 

Do _ . do . . 

Do . SkeUy  Oil  Co.,  P.O.  Box  1650,  Tulaa, 

Okla.  74102. 


[Docket  Noe.  RP73-114,  RP74-24,  RP74-73 
(PGA  76-1,  DCA  76-1  and  R&D  76-1)  [ 

TENNESSEE  GAS  PIPELINE  CO. 

Order  Amending  and  Republishing  Prior 
Order 

January  30, 1976. 

On  December  31,  1975,  this  Commis¬ 
sion  issued  an  order  which,  inter  alia  ac¬ 
cepted  for  filing  and  suspended  a  rate  fil¬ 
ing  made  by  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline 
Company  in  the  above-referenced  pro- 
ceed^g.  Due  to  oversights,  the  December 
31,  1975,  order  failed  to  refiect  certain 
corrections,  as  shown  on  Attachment  A. 
Furthermore,  due  to  a  change  in  Com¬ 
mission  procedure,  it  is  necessary  to  de¬ 
fer  setting  hearing  procedures  concern¬ 
ing  the  small  producer  purchases,  which 
are  in  excess  of  the  rate  levels  prescribed 
in  Opinion  No.  742.  Accordingly,  we  shall 
amend  and  republish  our  Deromber  31, 
1975,  order  as  indicated  on  Attachment 
A.* 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  The  Cwnmission’s  December  31, 
1975,  order  in  the  above-referenced  pro- 
cee^g  is  hereby  amended  and  repub¬ 
lished  as  indicated  in  Attachment  A. 

(B)  Hie  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Pedxrai,  Register. 

By  Uie  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

ATTACHMENT  A:  ORDER  ACCEPTING  FOR 
FILING  AND  SUSPENDING  PROPOSED 
RATE  SCHEDULE,  STAYING  PROCE¬ 
DURES  WITH  RESPECT  TO  CERTAIN 
aMAT.T.  PRODUCER  PURCHASES,  AND 
MAKING  CERTAIN  R&D  COSTS  EFEC- 
TTVE,  SUBJECT  TO  REFUND,  AND  SEV¬ 
ERING  TRIAL  OF  R&D  COSTS  ISSUES 

December  31, 1975. 

On  November  14.  1975,  Tennessee  Gas 
Pipeline  Company  (Tennessee)  filed  alter¬ 
nate  increases,  both  proposed  to  be  effective 
January  1,  1976.  The  higher  alternative  ^  re¬ 
flects  (1)  a  PGA  rate  adjustment  at  3.57<  per 
Mcf  to  track  Increased  gas  costs  of  $26.6  mil¬ 
lion  i>er  year  (2.34f  per  Mcf)  and  to  recoi^i 
the  balance  In  tiie  Unrecovered  Purchased 
Gas  Cost  Accoxmt  (.94^  per  Mcf);  (2)  de- 


*  The  changes  are  indicated  by  the  vertical 
marks  In  the  margin  of  the  order. 

‘Second  Substitute  Ninth  Revised  Sheet 
Nos.  12A  and  ISB  to  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Ninth 
Revised  Volume  No.  1  (higher  rates). 
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. do . 

Do. 

210 

Do. 

253 

Do. 

28 

Texas  Eastern  Transmlsdon 

Otlier  Southwest. 

30 

Corp. 

Loulsiaiia  Nevada  Tran.sit 
Co. 

Do. 

1 

Lone  Star  Oas  Co... . 

Do. 

creases  in  rates  for  three  zones  ranging  from 
.03<  to  .41^  per  Mcf  and  increases  in  rates  for 
three  other  zones  ranging  from  .03^  to  .61C 
per  .icf  to  reflect  revised  surcharges  to  re¬ 
coup  the  balance  of  $9,043,225  in  the  ac¬ 
count  for  curtailment  credits;  and  (3)  a 
rate  increase  of  .lOf  per  Mcf  to  generate 
$1,074,991  in  revenues  to  track  Increased  re¬ 
search  and  development  (R&D)  expenses. 
This  higher  rate  also  reflects  purchases  from 
small  producers  at  rates  in  excess  of  the 
applicable  levels  permitted  by  Opinion  No. 
742.  Anticipating  a  one  day  suspension  of 
this  higher  rate,  Tennessee  submitted  al¬ 
ternative  tariff  sheets,  which  were  amended 
on  December  18,  1975,-  eliminating  the  im¬ 
pact  of  small  producer  purchases  at  rates  in 
excess  of  the  level  established  by  Opinion  No. 
742.*  Tennessee  requested  that  the  alternate 
increase  become  effective  January  1,  1976, 
and  remain  in  effect  m  the  course  of  any 
proposed  suspension  of  the  effectiveness  for 
the  other  increases. 

Notice  of  this  filing  was  issued  on  Decem¬ 
ber  2,  1976,  with  comments  due  on  or  before 
December  12,  1975.  To  date,  no  comments, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  have  been 
received. 

Our  review  of  the  higher  alternate  tariff 
sheets  indicates  that  they  contain  small  pro¬ 
ducer  purchases  in  excess  of  the  rate  levels 
prescribed  In  Opinion  No.  742.  Therefore,  the 
proposed  rates  have  not  been  shown  to  be 
just  and  reasonable  and  may  be  unjust,  un¬ 
reasonable,  unduly  discriminatory,  or  other¬ 
wise  unlawful.  Accordingly,  we  shall  accept 
the  higher  alternate  tariff  sheets  for  filing 
and  suspend  them  for  one  day  until  Janu¬ 
ary  2,  1976,  when  they  shall  become  effective, 
subject  to  refund. 

With  regard  to  the  issue  of  the  small  pro¬ 
ducer  purchases  describe  above,  we  shall 
defer  establishing  a  hearing  schedule  for  this 
matter  pending  Commission  action  on  re¬ 
hearing  of  Opinion  No.  742  *  and  the  proposed 
rulemaking  in  Docket  No.  RM76-6.‘ 

Tennessee’s  proposed  R&D  adjustment  in¬ 
dicates  that  it  reflects  R&D  projects  now  sub¬ 
ject  to  hearings  in  Docket  Nos.  RP7S-13  and 
RP75-113  as  well  as  the  following  five  proj¬ 
ects.  buckling  research,  a  deep  water  pipe¬ 
line  test  program,  a  deep  water  offshore 
pipeline  study,  plant  sites,  and  Project  Gkl38 
(consisting  of  several  studies  undertaken  In 


*  Substitute  Ninth  Revised  Sheet  Nos.  12A 
and  12B  to  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  mnth  Revised 
Volume  No.  1  (alternative  rates)  as  filed  on 
December  18.  1975. 

*  _ FPC _ Issued  August  28,  1976,  in 

Docket  No.  R-393. 

*  _ FPC _ Issued  August  28,  1976, 

in  Docket  No.  R-393. 

>  l^nall  Producers,  Docket  No.  RM76-6,  no¬ 
tice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking,  issued  Au¬ 
gust  28. 1975. 


oonjtmction  with  the  Institute  of  Gas 
’Peehnology). 

Our  review  of  these  R&D  rate  adjustment* 
indicates  that  they  should  not  be  subjeoi 
to  suspenskm  but  Should  become  eetlve 
on  January  1,  1976,  subject  to  refund,  pend* 
Ing  a  hearing  and  decision  In  Docket  Nos. 
RP75-13  and  RP75-11S  to  determine  whetha 
the  costs  of  the  five  new  projects  are  accept¬ 
able  for  inclusion  in  Tennessee’s  rates. 

Our  review  of  those  claimed  rate  Increases 
contained  in  Tennessee’s  filing,  other  than 
those  claimed  increased  costs  associated  with 
that  portion  of  small  producer  purchases 
in  excess  of  the  rate,  levels  prescribed  by 
the  “130%  formula”  prescribed  in  Opinion 
No.  742  indicates  that  they  should  be  ap¬ 
proved  as  being  in  compliance  with  Ten¬ 
nessee’s  tariff  and  PGA  clause,  with  the  ex¬ 
ception  of  the  R&D  costs  made  subject  to 
refund,  as  provided  above.  Accordingly,  we 
shall  accept  for  filing  the  lower  alternate 
tariff  sheets  listed  in  footnote  2  above  as 
filed  on  December  18,  1975,  which  contain 
such  costs  and  permit  them  to  become  ef¬ 
fective  os  of  January  1,  1976,  as  hereinafter 
ordered  and  conditioned. 

The  Commission  finds: 

(1)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  to  aid 
in  the  enforcement  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
that  Tennessee’s  higher  alternate  rates  be 
accepted  for  filing  and  suspended  for  one 
day  until  January  2.  1976,  when  they  shall 
become  effective,  subject  to  refund,  but  that 
hearing  procedures  on  the  small  producer 
issue  be  deferred  thereon  pending  further 
Commission  order. 

(2)  Tennessee’s  lower  alternate  rates  as 
reflected  on  the  amended  tariff  sheets  listed 
in  footnote  2  above  and  which  were  filed 
on  December  18,  1975,  should  be  accepted 
for  filing  and  made  effective  as  of  January  1 . 
1976,  as  hereinafter  ordered  and  conditioned. 

(3)  That  portion  of  Tennessee’s  rates  re¬ 
flecting  costs  relating  to  the  prc^xsed  R&D 
projects  dlscus.sed  in  the  body  of  this  order 
should  be  made  effective,  subject  to  refund, 
as  of  January  1.  1976:  set  for  hearing;  and 
the  trial  relating  to  the  Justness  and  rea¬ 
sonableness  of  these  R&D  costs  should  be 
severed  from  this  proceeding,  and  consoli¬ 
dated  for  purposes  of  hearing  and  decision 
with  the  proceedings  in  Docket  Nos.  RP75- 
13  and  RP75-113. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Tennessee’s  higher  alternate  rates  are 
hereby  accepted  for  filing  and  suspended  for 
one  day  untU  January  2,  1976,  when  they 
shall  be  effective  subject  to  refund. 

(B)  The  hearing  procedures  concerning 
the  Justness  and  reasonableness  of  the  small 
producer  purchases  contained  in  Tennes¬ 
see’s  filing  which  are  in  excess  of  rate  levels 
resulting  from  the  "130%  formula”  pre¬ 
set  ibed  in  Opinion  No.  742  are  hereby  de¬ 
ferred  pending  further  order  of  the  Com¬ 
mission. 

(C,  That  portion  of  Tennessee’s  rates  re¬ 
flecting  costs  relating  to  the  proposed  R&D 
projects  discussed  In  the  body  of  this  order 
are  hereby  made  effective,  subject  to  refund, 
as  of  Jantiary  1.  1976;  set  for  hearing;  and 
the  trial  relating  to  the  Justness  and  reason¬ 
ableness  of  these  R&D  costs  is  hereby  severed 
from  this  proceeding  amd  consolidated  for 
puiTOses  of  bearing  and  decision  with  the 
proceedings  in  Docket  Noe.  RP76-13  and 
BP76-113. 

(D)  Tennessee’s  lower  alternate  rates,  as 
reflected  in  the  tariff  sheets  listed  In  footnote 
3  this  order  which  were  filed  on  Decem¬ 
ber  18, 1976,  are  accepted  for  filing  and  made 
effective  as  of  January  1, 1978  subject  to  the 
ecmdltions  set  forth  In  Ordmring  Paragraph 

(C)  above. 

(B)  The  proceedings,  which  rrtate  to  cer¬ 
tain  small  producer  piurchases  and  which 


[FR  Dec.76-3588  Filed  2-5-76; 8  45  am] 
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proceedings  have  been  deterred  by  In¬ 
stant  order,  shall  be  docketed  ae  Do^et  Hoe. 
BP78-114  (POATO-l). 

(F)  The  Secretary  shall  oanse  prompt  pnb- 
ncatton  of  this  order  to  be  made  tn  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register. 

By  the  Oommlaston. 

Kiknith  F.  PLtncB, 

Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.76-3600  FUed  3-6-76:8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  BF76-171 
TEXAS  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

Order  Granting  Late  Intervention 

Janttabt  29,  1976.' 

On  S^tember  30.  1975,  Texas  Gas 
Transmli^liHi  Corporation  (Texas  Gas) 
tendered  for  filing  revised  tariff  sheets 
to  Its  PE*C  Gas  Tariff  which  would  re¬ 
sult  In  an  Increase  in  jurisdictional  reve¬ 
nues  of  approximately  $64,080,927  per 
year,  based  upon  sales  volumes  for  the 
12-months  ended  June  30,  1975  as  ad¬ 
justed  through  March  31,  1976.  Texas 
Gas’  filing  was  noticed  on  October  8, 
1975  with  all  protests,  comments  and 
petitions  to  Intervene  due  on  or  before 
October  24.  1975. 

A  timely  petition  to  Intervene  was  filed 
on  behalf  of  the  Jackson  Utility  Division, 
the  City  of  Jackson,  Tennessee.  Untimely 
petitions  to  Intervene  were  filed  on  be¬ 
half  of  Memphis  Light,  Gas  and  Water 
Division,  Texas  Eastern  Transmission 
Corporation,  Southern  Indiana  Gas  and 
Electric  Company,  the  City  of  Coliunbus, 
C^o,  and  the  Rochester  Gas  and  Elec¬ 
tric  Corporation.  An  imtlmely  notice  of 
Intervention  was  filed  on  behalf  of  the 
Illinois  Commerce  Commission. 

Upon  consideration  to  the  late  petitions 
to  Intervene  filed  on  behalf  of  these  peti¬ 
tioners,  we  find  good  cause  exists  to  grant 
the  petitions  to  Intervene. 

The  Commission  finds: 

Participation  by  toe  above-named  peti¬ 
tioners  In  these  proceedings  may  be  In 
the  public  Interest  and  good  cause  exists 
for  permitting  such  Intervention. 

TTie  Commission  orders: 

(A)  The  above-named  petitioners  are 
hereby  iwrmltted  to  Intervene  In  this 
proceeding  as  hereinbefore  discussed, 
subject  to  toe  Rules  and  Regulations 
of  the  Cmnmlssion;  Provided,  however. 
That  toe  participation  of  such  inter¬ 
veners  shall  be  llr^ted  to  matters  affect¬ 
ing  rights  and  Interests  specifically  set 
forth  In  toe  petitions  to  Intervene;  Pro¬ 
vided,  further.  That  the  admissiem  of 
such  Intervenors  shall  not  be  construed 
as  recognltlcm  by  toe  Commission  that 
they  might  be  aggrieved  because  of  any 
order  or  orders  Issued  by  toe  Ccnnmlssion 
In  this  proceeding. 

(B)  The  Intervention  granted  herein 
shall  not  be  the  basis  for  drying  or 
deferring  any  procedural  scheduled  here¬ 
tofore  established  for  toe  mrderly  and  ex¬ 
peditious  dlspositkm  oi  this  ixoceedlng. 

(C)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prmnpt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  In 
the  Pedkrai.  Register. 

By  toe  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Pluio, 

SecTetar9. 

[FR  Doc.70-3667  FUed  a-6-76;8;45  am) 


[Docket  Noe.  RP72-166,  RP73-64  and  RP75- 
19  (PGA  76-1,  DCA76-1  and  AP76-1)  [ 

TEXAS  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

Order  Accepting  for  Filing  and  Suspending 
Proposed  Rate  increase.  Establishing 
Procedural  Dates  for  Advance  Payments 
Issue,  Deferring  Procedures  in  Small 
Producers  Issue  and  Permitting  Interven¬ 
tion 

January  30,  1976. 

On  December  15,  1975,  Texas  Gas 
Transmission  Corporation  (“Texas 
Gas”)  tendered  for  filing  tariff  sheets' 
which  would  Increase  its  demand  charges 
by  13^  per  Mcf  and  its  commodity 
charges  by  4.424  per  Mcf.  The  proposed 
rate  increase  is  to  reflect  increased  gas 
costs,  increased  curtailment  credits.  In¬ 
creased  advanced  pa3mients  and  in¬ 
creased  costs  of  offshore  transportation. 

■  Texas  Gas  proposes  an  effective  date  of 
February  1, 1976. 

Public  notice  of  Texas  Gas'  Decem¬ 
ber  15. 1975,  filing  was  issued  on  Decem¬ 
ber  19.  1975,  with  protests  and  petitions 
to  intervene  due  on  or  before  Decem¬ 
ber  26,  1975.  On  January  13,  1976,  an 
imtlmely  petition  to  intervene  was  re¬ 
ceived  from  Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe 
Line  Company.  Having  reviewed  toe 
petition  of  Mitoigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line 
Company,  we  conclude  that  Michigan 
Wisconsin  has  an  Interest  which  Is  suf¬ 
ficient  to  warrant  its  intervention  in  toe 
proceedings  established  in  this  order. 

Our  review  of  toe  proposed  rate  in¬ 
crease  reveals  that  it  reflects  small 
producer  purchases  made  at  rates  In  ex¬ 
cess  of  toe  levels  prescribed  in  Opinion 
No.  742.  Additionaily,  our  review  of  toe 
advance  payment  portion  of  toe  filing 
indicates  that  two  of  toe  additional  pay¬ 
ments  involving  Texas  Gas  Exploration 
Corporation  (Ship  Shoal  and  High  Is¬ 
land)  may  not  be  appropriate  for  rate 
base  treatment  as  prescribed  by  Order 
Nos.  465  and  499.  Those  advances  may 
not  be  reasonable  related  to  toe  costs  to 
be  inciirred  for  exploration  and  develop¬ 
ment. 

We  conclude  that, toe  proposed  rates 
have 'not  been  shoTm  to  be  just  and 
reasonable  and  may  be  unjust,  unreason¬ 
able,  unduly  discriminatory  or  prefer¬ 
ential  or  otherwise  unlawful.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  we  shall  accept  for  filing  toe  pro¬ 
posed  tariff  sheets,  but  we  shall  suspend 
toe  use  thereof  for  one  day  until  Febru¬ 
ary  2, 1976,  when  they  shall  be  permitted 
to  becc»ne  effective,  subject  to  rrfimd. 

We  shall  provide  herein  for  toe  estab¬ 
lishment  of  a  procedural  schedule  with 
regard  to  the  advance  pasrment  i^ue.  We 
shall,  however,  separate  the  small  pro¬ 
ducer  pmxhase  issue  fnun  the  advance 
payments  Issue  and  provide  that  toe 


»  Designated,: 

Third  Revised  Volume  tto.  1 
Fifth  Substitute  Twelfth  Revised  Sheet 
No.  7 

Original  Volume  No.  2 
Third  Substitute  Seventh  Revised  Sheet 
No.  333 

Third  Substitute  Sixth  Revised  Sheet  No. 
362 

Third  Substitute  Seventh  Revised  Sheet 
No.  363 

Third  Substitute  Sixth  Revised  Sheet  Na 
366 


small  producer  Issue  be  considered  In  a 
separate  proceeding.  We  shall  defer  toe 
establishment  of  a  procedural  schedule 
for  toe  small  producer  issue  imtll  we  act 
on  rehearing  of  Opinion  No.  742*  and 
on  toe  proposed  rulonaking  in  Docket 
No.  RM76-5.* 

Notwithstanding  our  deferral  of  a 
procedural  stoedule  on  toe  small  pro¬ 
ducer  issue,  within  fifteen  (15)  days  of 
toe  date  of  this  order,  Texas  Gas  shall 
file  a  list  of  the  small  producers  making 
sales  reflected  in  the  Instant  filing  which 
are  in  excess  of  the  “130%  formula” 
prescribed  in  Opinion  No.  742. 

The  Commission  finds: 

(1)  It  Is  necessary  and  proper  in  toe 
public  Interest  and  to  aid  In  toe  enforce¬ 
ment  of  toe  Natural  Gas  Act  that  toe  tar¬ 
iff  sheets  filed  by  Texas  Gas  on  Decem¬ 
ber  15,  1975  be  accepted  for  filing  and 
suspended  for  one  day  until  February  2, 
1976,  when  they  shall  become  effective, 
subject  to  refund,  and  that  hearing  pro¬ 
cedures  be  established,  as  hereinafter 
ordered. 

(2)  It  Is  desirable  and  In  toe  public  in¬ 
terest  to  permit  Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe 
Line  Company  to  Intervene  in  toe  pro¬ 
ceeding  herein  established,  provided  that 
such  Intervention  is  conditioned  as  here¬ 
inafter  ordered. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Texas  Gas’  proposed  changes  in 
rates,  charges  and  conditions  of  serv¬ 
ice  as  filed  on  December  15,  1975,  are 
hereby  accepted  for  filing  and  suspended 
for  one  (1)  day  and  toe  use  thereof  de¬ 
ferred  imtil  February  2,  1976,  when  toe 
proposed  rates  shall  fciecome  effective, 
subject  to  refund. 

(B)  The  proceeding  In  these  dockets 
shall  be  severed.  Proceedings  regarding 
toe  advance  payments  issue  shall  be 
docketed  as  Docket  Nos.  RP75-19  (AP76- 
1)  and  proceedings  regarding  toe  small 
producer  purchases  issue  shall  be  dock¬ 
eted  as  Docket  Nos.  RP72-156  (PGA76- 
1). 

(C)  Texas  Gas  Shall  serve  Its  direct 
'  case  in  Docket  Nos.  RP75-19  (AP76-1)  on 

March  2, 1976. 

(D)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  toe  Chief  Ad- 
mlnistoative  Law  Judge  (See  D^egatlon 
of  Authority,  18  CFR  3.5(d))  shall  iH'e- 
side  at  an  Initial  ccxiference  in  Docket 
Nos.  RP75-19  (AP7e-l)  at  9:30  ajn.  on 
March  18,  1976,  at  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street 
NK,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  Said  Pre¬ 
siding  Administrative  Law  Judge  is 
hereby  authorized  to  establish  all  pro¬ 
cedural  dates  for  Docket  Nos.  RP75-19 
(AP76-1)  and  to  rule  upon  all  motions 
(with  toe  exception  of  petitions  to  Inter¬ 
vene,  motions  to  consolidate  and  sever, 
and  motions  .to  dismiss)  as  provided  for 
in  toe  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure. 

(E)  Hearing  procedures  In  Docket  Nos. 
BP72-156  (PQA76-1)  regarding  toe  just¬ 
ness  and  reasonableness  of  toe  small 
producer  purchases  In  excess  of  toe 
“130%  formula”  prescribed  by  Opinion 

■  Docket  No.  Rr-308.  Issued  August  28,  1975. 
•See:  Small  Producers,  Docket  No.  RM76- 
6,  Notice  of  Prc^Mieed  Rulemaking,  issued 
August  38,  1976. 
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No.  742  are  hereby  deferred  pending 
further  order  of  the  Commission. 

(F)  Within  fifteen  (15)  days  of  the 
date  of  this  order  Texas  Gas  shall  file 
with  the  Commission  a  list.  Including  ad¬ 
dresses.  of  the  parties  from  whom  Texas 
Oas  is  purchasing  or  has  purchased  gas 
involved  in  the  small  producer  sales  made 
at  rates  in  excess  of  the  “130%  formula” 
prescribed  In  Opinion  No.  742. 

(O)  Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line 
Company  is  hereby  permitted  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  this  proceeding,  subject  to  the 
rules  and  regulations  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion;  Provided,  however,  that  participa¬ 
tion  of  such  intervenor  shall  be  limited 
to  matters  affecting  asserted  rights  and 
Interests  as  specifically  set  forth  in  the 
petition  to  intervene;  and  Provided,  fur¬ 
ther,  That  the  admission  of  such  inter¬ 
venor  shall  not  be  construed  as  recogni¬ 
tion  by  the  Commission  that  it  might  be 
aggrieved  because  of  any  order  or  orders 
of  the  Commission  entered  in  this  pro- 
ceedW* 

(H)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-3601  Piled  2-5-76;8:45  ami 


^Docket  No.  RP76-76-11 

TEXAS  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CORP.  AND 
MISSISSIPPI  VALLEY  GAS  CO. 

Intention  To  Act  on  Motions 

January  30,  1976. 

On  December  30,  1975,  Greenwood 
Utilities,  Greenwood,  Mississippi  filed  a 
motion  for  extension  of  the  grant  of 
^ergency  interim  relief.  In  addition, 
Mississippi  Valley  Gas  Company  filed  a 
motion  for  suspension  of  the  proceedings 
on  January  6,  1976;  General  Motors 
Corporation  filed  a  motion  to  dismiss  the 
original  petition  for  extraordinary  relief 
as  moot  and  terminate  the  proceeding 
oh  January  11,  1976;  and  the  City  of 
Clarksdale,  Mississippi  filed  a  motion  for 
the  extension  of  the  grant  of  interim  re¬ 
lief  on  January  19,  1976.  Because  of  the 
complexity  of  the  issues  and  in  order  to 
consider  all  of  the  aforementioned  mo¬ 
tions  at  one  time,  we  hereby  give  notice 
of  intention  to  act. 

By  direction  of  the  Cwnmission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plx]Mb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-3599  Piled  2-5-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  ER76-133] 

TOLEDO  EDISON  CO. 

Tariff  Change 

January  30,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  The  Toledo  Edis<m 
Company,  on  January  23,  1976,  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing  revised  Cost  oi  Service 
data  in  support  of  its  application  to 
change  its  F.P.C.  Electric  Service  Tariff, 


Original  Volume  No.  1  applicable  to  sales 
to  Municlpcdities  for  Resale.  Such  ap¬ 
plication  for  change  was  originally  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing  on  S^tember  17,  1975, 
but  was  declared  d^clait  because  the 
Cost  of  Service  data  suimlied  therewith 
was  out  of  date.  The  proposed  changes 
would  increase  revenues  from  jurisdic¬ 
tional  sales  and  service  by  $561,742.00 
based  on  the  12  month  period  ^ding 
September  30,  1975. 

Toledo  Edison  states  that  the  Fuel  Ad¬ 
justment  Clause  in  both  Municipal  Re¬ 
sale  Service  Rate-Large  and  Municipal 
Resale  Service  Rate-Small  has  be«i  re¬ 
vised  to  comply  with  Commission  Regu¬ 
lation  35.14  as  amended  by  Order  517. 
Additionally,  Municipcd  Resale  Service 
Rate-Large  has  been  revised  by  chang¬ 
ing  the  ratchet  clause  from  fifty  to  sixty 
percent,  modifying  the  Monthly  Mini¬ 
mum  Charge  and  providing  that  the  rate 
schedule  shall  apply  separately  to  each 
separate  delivery  point  requested  by  a 
municipality  which  was  not  in  regular 
service  prior  to  September  1, 1975. 

.  Toledo  Edison  states  Mimiclpal  Resale 
Service  Rate-Small  has  been  revised  by 
modifying  the  Monthly  Minimiun 
Charge,  removing  the  availability  of 
service  thereunder  at  less  than  4000  volts 
and  changing  the  language  in  Special 
Rules  3  and  4  to  conform  to  like  nUes  in 
Municipal  Resale  Service  Rate-Large. 

Toledo  Edison  states  that  the  addi¬ 
tional  revenue  which  would  result  from 
the  proposed  rates  is  needed  to  offset  in¬ 
creased  operating  costs  and  increases  in 
the  cost  of  facilities  necessary  to  provide 
electrical  service  to  its  jurisdictional 
customers. 

The  proposed  effective  date  fm:  the 
municii^ities  cA  Bowling  Green,  Bryan, 
M(mtpelier,  Napoleon,  Pemberville  and 
Woodville,  Ohio  is  February  25, 1976.  The 
municipalities  of  Bradner,  Custar,  Edger- 
ton,  Elmore,  Genoa,  Haskins,  Oak  Harbor 
and  Pioneer,  Ohio  presently  receive  serv¬ 
ice  under  long  term  contracts  all  of  which 
expire  in  1976.  It  is  proposed  that  the  re¬ 
vised  tariff  becomes  effective  as  to  these 
municipalities  upon  the  expiration  dates 
of  their  respective  contracts. 

Toledo  ^ison  states  that  all  munici¬ 
palities  presently  receiving  service  under 
Municipal  Resale  Service  Rate-Large 
have  executed  sigreements  accepting  the 
proposed  rates  and  that  such  agreements 
have  been  previously  submitted  to  the 
Commission. 

Copies  of  this  filing  were  served  upon 
the  public  utility’s  fourteen  (14)  juris¬ 
dictional  customers  and  the  Public  Utili¬ 
ties  Commission  of  Ohio. 

Any  person  desirbig  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commisssion,  825  North 
Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordtmce  with  Section  1.8  and 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  February  18, 
1976.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
CWnmission  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 


serve  to  make  lurotestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  be¬ 
come  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene.  Ckmies  of  this  ai^cation  are  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  are  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-3598  Piled  2-8-76:8:45  ami 

[Docket  No.  CP76-681 

TRANSCONTINENTAL  GAS  PIPE  LINE 
CORP. 

Findings  and  Order  After  Statutory  Hearing 
Issuing  Certificate  of  Public  Convenience 
and  Necessity  and  Granting  Petitions  To 
Intervene 

January  29.  1976. 

On  August  28,  1975,  Transcontinental 
Gas  Pipe  Line  Corporation  (Transco) 
filed  in  Docket  No.  CP76-68  an  applica¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the  Nat- 
ura.  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  public 
cmivenlence  and  necessity  authorizing 
the  operation  of  facilities  to  provide  an 
additional  point  of  delivery  of  natural 
gas  from  ^izabethtown  Gas  Company 
(Elizabethtown),  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  ai^lication  in  said  docket. 

Piusuant  to  Opinion  No.  678  dated 
December  7,  1973,  in  Docket  No.  CP73-4 
(50  FPC  1811)  Tiansco  is  authorized  to 
transport  gas  for  ElizabethtowR  on  an 
interruptible  basis  from  Texas  and 
Louisiana  pursuant  to  a  transportation 
agreement  dated  May  18,  1972.'  This 
agreement  provides  that  the  volumes 
transported  will  not  exceed  the  volume 
by  which  Transco  curtails  firm  sales  to 
Elizabethtown  imder  its  Rate  Schedule 
CD-3  due  to  its  gsis  supply  shortage. 

'The  gas  transported  by  Transco  is  sold 
to  Elizabethtown  by  its  producing  affiliate 
National  Exploration  Company  (NEC),* 
frcnn  the  McCaskill  Field,  Karnes  and 
Goliad  Counties,  Texas,  pursuant  to  a 
contract  dated  June  6,  1972.  The  trans¬ 
portation  authorization  is  conditioned 
(1)  to  require  NEC  to  sell  the  gas  to 
Elizabethtown  at  a  rate  of  45  cents  per 
MMBtu,  subject  to  a  cme-cent  per 
MMBtu  annual  escalaticm,  and  (2)  to  re¬ 
quire  NEC  to  sell  to  Transco  any  gas 
owned  or  controlled  by  it  in  the  McCaskill 
Field  which  is  not  already  conunltted  to 
the  interstate  market  and  which  is  sur¬ 
plus  to  Elizabethtown’s  requirements. 

Transco  now  seeks  authorization  to 
add  a  new  delivery  point  in  the  Bancker 
Field,  Vermilion  Parish,  Louisiana,  to  the 
aforementioned  May  18, 1972,  interrupti¬ 
ble  transportatlcm  agreement.  No  in¬ 
crease  in  the  presently  authorized  trans¬ 
portation  volume  is  proposed  since  the 
gas  delivered  at  this  additional  delivery 
point  will  merely  be  in  substitution  for 
eqviivalent  quantities  which  Elizabeth¬ 
town  will  not  receive  due -to  Transco ’s 


1  Bate  Schedule  X-67  to  Transco's  presently 
effective  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Original  V<Huine 
No.  a. 

■  NEC  was  granted  a  small  produce  certifi¬ 
cate  In  Docket  No.  CS71-484  by  order  Issued 
February  29, 1972. 
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gas  supply  shortage.  No  additional  fa¬ 
cilities  are  required  to  establish  the  pro¬ 
posed  new  delivery  point. 

Trapsco  submitted  as  an  exhibit  to  its 
application,  a  letter  agreement  between 
Transco  and  Elizabethtown  dated  June  2, 
1975,  which  amends  the  transportation 
agreement  to  add  the  Bancker  delivery 
point  and  also  provides  that  Elizabeth¬ 
town  will  cause  its  affiliate  NEC  to  make 
available  for  sale  to  Transco  for  utiliza¬ 
tion  as  compressor  fuel  and  hne  loss 
make-up,  a  dally  quantity  of  gas  over 
and  above  the  transportation  volumes 
amounting  to  4  percent  of  the  transpor¬ 
tation  voliune.  NEC  and  Transco  exe¬ 
cuted  such  a  gas  purchase  contract  on 
April  1, 1975,  and  Transco  filed  it  August 
26,  1975,  as  a  small  producer  contract. 
The  contract  provides  for  an  initial  rate 
of  80.0  cents  per  Mcf,  subject  to  upward 
and  downward  Btu  adjustment,  during 
the  12  months  commencing  April  1, 1975, 
with  1.0  cent  per  Mcf  annual  escalations 
thereafter. 

Transco  also  submitted  as  an  exhibit 
to  its  application  an  executed  copy  of 
NEC’s  gas  sales  contract  with  Elizabeth¬ 
town.  This  contract  dated  March  31, 
1975,  dedicates  the  interests  of  NEC  and 
Despot  Exploration,  Inc.  (Despot),  in 
certain  leases  In  the  Bancker  Field  area, 
insofar  as  the  leases  pertain  to  their  gas 
rights  in  the  zone  of  production  classi¬ 
fied  by  the  Louisiana  Department  of  Con¬ 
servation  as  the  11,700-foot  Sand  and 
covering  perforations  from  11,769  feet 
to  11,711  feet.  This  contract  also  pro¬ 
vides  for  an  Initial  rate  of  80  cents  per 
Mcf,  subject  to  upward  and  downward 
Btu  adjustment,  during  the  12  months 
commencing  April  1,  1975,  with  1.0  cent 
per  Mcf  annual  escalations  thereafter. 

To  insure  the  reasonableness  of  the 
producer’s  rate,  the  certificate  issued 
herein  shall  be  conditioned  as  follows: 
NEC  will  be  required  to  sell  the  gas  to 
Elizabethtown  at  the  lesser  of  (a)  the 
applicable  just  and  reasonable  ceiling  for 
sn^  producers  established  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  Opinion  No.  742  or  (b)  ^e 
contract  rate.  Further,  NEC  will  be  re¬ 
quired  to  file  within  60  days  of  execu¬ 
tion,  each  contract  or  contract  amend¬ 
ment  involving  the  sale  of  gas  to  Eliz¬ 
abethtown  and  to  notify  the  Commission 
within  30  days  of  any  change  in  its  rate 
charged  for  gas  sold  to  Elizabethtown. 
The  excess  voliune  condition  contained 


Electric  and  Clas  Company.  None  of  the 
parties  requested  formal  hearing. 

At  a  hearing  held  cm  January  27, 1976, 
the  Commission  on  Its  own  motion  re¬ 
ceived  and  made  a  part  of  the  record 
in  this  docket  all  evidence,  including  the 
application  and  exhibits  thereto,  sub¬ 
mitted  In  support  of  the  authorization 
sought  herein,  and  upon  consideration  of 
the  record. 

The  Commission  finds: 

(1)  Applicant,  Transcontinental  Gas 
Pipe  Line  Corporation,  a  Delaware  cor¬ 
poration,  with  its  principal  place  of  busi¬ 
ness  in  Houston,  Texas,  is  a  “natural-gsis 
company”  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  as  heretofore  found  by 
the  Commission  in  its  order  of  April  28, 
1950,  in  Docket  No.  G-1277  (9  FPC  32) . 

(2)  The  proposed  operation  of  an  ad¬ 
ditional  delivery  point,  as  hereinbefore 
described  and  as  more  fully  described  in 
the  application  in  this  proceeding,  will  be 
for  the  transportation  of  natm*al  gas  in 
interstate  commerce  subject  to  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  Commission,  and  the  op¬ 
eration  thereof  and  the  transportation 
of  natural  gas  by  Transco  are  subject  to 
the  requirements  of  Subsections  (c)  and 
(e)  of  Section  7  of  the  Natmral  Gas  Act. 

(3)  Transco  is  able  and  willing  prop¬ 
erly  to  do  the  acts  and  to  perform  the 
service  proposed  and  to  conform  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
the  requirements,  rules  and  regulations 
of  the  Commission  thereimder. 

(4)  The  operation  of  the  proposed 
facilities  and  the  transportation  of  natu¬ 
ral  gas  by  Applicant  are  required  by  the- 
public  convenience  and  necessity  and  a 
certificate  therefor  should  be  Issued  as 
hereinafter  ordered  and  conditioned. 

(5)  Participation  by  the  late  peti¬ 
tioner  to  intervene  will  not  delay  this 
proceeding;  therefore,  good  cause  exists 
for  permitting  theiUing  of  said  late  peti¬ 
tion. 

(6)  Participation  by  all  of  the  herein¬ 
above-named  petitlcmers  may  be  in  the 
public  interest. 

The  Commission  orders : 

(A)  A  certificate  of  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  is  Issued  authorizing 
Transco  to  operate  the  proposed  facul¬ 
ties  and  transport  natural  gas  as  here¬ 
inbefore  described,  all  as  more  fully  de¬ 
scribed  in  the  application  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding,  upon  the  terms  and  conditions 
of  this  order. 


Ck>mmlssi(m  In  Opinion  No.  742  or  the 
contract  rate. 

'  IL  NEC  Is  required  to  file  within  60 
days  of  execution,  each  contract  or  con¬ 
tract  amendment  involving  the  sale  of 
-gas  to  Elizabethtown. 

•  ill.  NEC  is  required  to  notify  the  Com¬ 
mission  within  30  days,  of  any  change 
In  Its  rate  charged  for  gas  sold  to  Eliz¬ 
abethtown. 

'  iv.  NEC  is  required  to  offer  to  sell 
Transco  any  gas  owned  or  controlled  by 
'NEC  in  the  Bancker  Field  which  is  not 
'already  committed  to  the  interstate 
'market  and  which  is  surplus  to  the  re- 
'quirements  of  this  project,  provided  that 
Transco  pay  a  price  equal  to  the  lower 
of  (a)  the  price  applicable  thereto  had 
the  gas  been  sold  to  Elizabethtown  un¬ 
der  the  gas  purchase  contract  between 
NEC  and  Elizabethtown  or  (b)  the  price 
available  to  NEC  for  swdi  gas  In  the 
Intrastate  market  as  determined  pe¬ 
riodically  by  ’Transco  and  NEC. 

V.  Elizabethtown  is  required  to  supply 
Transco,  through  Its  affiliate  NEC  and 
without  charge,  the  4  percent  compres¬ 
sor  fuel  and  line  loss  required  to  perr 
form  the  proposed  transportation  serv¬ 
ice. 

vl.  NEC  Is  required  to  submit  wllhin 
30  days,  an  attestation  that  It  agrees  to 
comp^  with  conditions  (1),  (11),  (ill), 
and  (iv) . 

vll.  Elizabethtown  is  required  to  sub¬ 
mit  within'  30  days,  an  attestation  that  it 
agrees  to  comply  with  condition  (v). 

(D)  The  above-named  petitioners  are 
hereby  permitted  to  Intervene,  subject  to 
the  Rules  and  Regulations  of  the  Com¬ 
mission;  Provided,  however.  That  the 
participation  of  such  intervenors  shall 
be  limited  to  matters  affecting  asserted 
rights  and  Interests  as  specifically  set 
forth  in  said  petition  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene;  and  Provided,  further,  That  the 
admissl(xi  of  said  intervenors  shall  not 
be  construed  as  recognition  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  that  they  might  be  aggrieved 
by  any  order  or  orders  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  entered  In  this  proceeding. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

IFB  Doc.76-3580  Piled  2-6-76:8:45  ami 
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in  Opinion  No.  678  shall  be  Imposed  to  (B)  The  certificate  isued  by  paragraph 
require  NEC  to  sell  such  excess  to  Trans-  (A)  above  and  the  rights  granted  there- 
co.  Further,  we  do  not  believe  that  imder  are  conditioned  upon  Applicant’s 
Transco  should  compensate  NEC  for  gas  compliance  with  all  applicable  Corn- 
delivered  to  It  for  utilization  as  com-  mission  Regulations  under  the  Natural 
pressor  fuel  and  line  loss  make-up  since  Gas  Act  and  particularly  the  general 
the  need  for  gas  for  such  purposes  Is  tied  terms  and  conditions  set  forth  in  Part 
directly  to  the  transportation  service.  154  and  In  paragraphs  (a),  (e)(3),  (e) 
NBC  shall  supply  Transco,  without  and  (f)  of  Section  157.20  of  such  Regu- 
charge,  the  4  percent  compressor  f  ud  and  latlons. 

line  loss  make-up  required  to  p^form  (C)  Ihe  certificate  Issued  by  para- 
the  proposed  transportation  service.  'graph  (A)  above  the  rights  granted 
After  due  notice  by  publication  In  the  thereunder  are  further  cooditloned  as 
FtosEAL  RcGiBTim  on  September  9,  1975  follows: 

(40  m  43081) ,  timely  potions  to  Inter-  1.  NEC  Is  required  to  sdl  the  gas  to 
vene  wme  received  from  Elizabethtown  Elizabethtown,  at  the  lesser  of  the  u>- 
Mvi  NBC.  An  untlmdy  petition  to  inter-  idlcaUe  Just  and  reasonable  cdllng  rate 
vene  was  received  from  Public  Service  lor  small  producers  established  by  the 


TRANS(K)NTINENTAL  GAS  PIPE  LINE 
CORP. 

Order  Granting  Late  Intervention 

Janxjart  29, 1976. 

On  October  31, 1975,  Transcontinental 
Gas  Pipe  Line  C(»p<^tion  (Transco) 
toidered  for  filing  proposed  changes  in 
Its  FPC  Gas  Tariff  which  would  result 
In  Increased  Jurisdictional  revenues  of 
$60,852,265  based  on  the  12-month  pe¬ 
riod  ended  July  31,  1975  as  adjusted 
through  April  30,  1976.  Transco’s  filing 
was  noticed  on  November  IS,  1975  with 
an  comments,  protests  and  petltioDs  to 
Intervene  due  on  ot  before  November  20, 
197S. 
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Late  petitions  to  iixtervene  have  been 
filed  on  behalf  of  Eastern  Shore  Natoral 
Oas  Company  and  CaroUna  Pipeline 
Company. 

Upon  oon^^atlon  of  the  late  petl- 
ti<ms  to  intervene  filed  on  behalf  of  ^ese 
petitioners,  we  find  good  cause  exists  to 
grant  the  p^ticxis  to  intervene. 

The  Commission  finds: 

Participation  by  the  above-named 
petitioners  in  these  proceedings  may  be 
in  the  public  interest  and  good  cause 
exists  for  permitting  such  intervention. 
The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  The  above-named  petitioners  are 
hereby  permitted  to  intervene  in  this 
proceeding  as  hereinbefore  discussed, 
subject  to  the  Rules  and  R^ulations  of 
the  Ccxnmission;  Provided,  however. 
That  the  participation  of  such  inter- 
venors  shall  be  limited  to  matters  affect¬ 
ing  rights  and  interests  specifically  set 
forth  in  the  petitions  to  intervene;  Pro¬ 
vided,  further.  That  the  admission  of 
such  intervenors  shall  not  be  construed 
as  recognition  by  the  Commission  that 
they  might  be  aggrieved  because  of  any 
order  or  orders  issued  by  the  Commission 
in  this  proceeding. 

(B)  The  Intervention  granted  herein 
shall  not  be  the  basis  for  ddaying  or  de¬ 
ferring  any  procedural  schedules  here¬ 
tofore  established  for  the  orderly 
and  ex];>editious  disposition  of  this 
proceeding. 

(C)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  RxeiSTER. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.76-35e9  Plied  2-6-76:8:46  am] 

[Docket  Nos.  RP74-48  and  RP76-31 

TRANSCONTINENTAL  GAS  PIPE  UNE 
CORP. 

Order  Accepting  for  Filing,  Subject  to  Re¬ 
fund,  Settlement  Tariff  Sheets  and  Re¬ 
acting  Proposed  Advance  Payment  Ad- 
ustments 

January  30, 1976. 

On  December  22,  1975,  Ti’ansconti- 
nental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corporation 
(Transco)  tendered  for  filing  revised 
tariff  sheets  which  reflect  1)  settlement 
rates  in  the  above-referenced  dockets  to 
be  effective  February  1, 1975,  and  April  1, 
1975,  and  2)  adjustments  thereto  tox 
three  advance  payments  rate  increases 
previously  filed  to  be  effective  July  1, 
1975,  August  1,  1975,  and  September  1, 

1975. ^  In  addition,  Transco  filed  a  re¬ 
port  showing  it  has  refunded  $4,012,743 
of  excess  revenues  plus  Interest  at  7% 
per  annum  for  the  period  from  Febru¬ 
ary  1.  1975,  through  Sept^ber  30,  1975. 

Transco  states  that  the  filing  is  being 

^Thoae  advance  payment  tracking  filings 
were  previously  tendered  by  Transco  on 
May  16,  1975,  June  16,  1976,  and  July  16, 

1976.  They  were  rejected  wltiu>ut  praludlce 
by  Commlaalon  orden  lasued  June  SO.  1975, 
July  36,  1076,  and  August  29,  1975,  respec¬ 
tively,  for  lack  of  tracking  authority. 


NOTICES 

made  pursuant  t*  the  order  tened  Mo- 
▼ember  IS,  19TC.  in  these  dockets,  ap¬ 
proving  the  settlement  of  the  rate  pro¬ 
ceedings  witii  conditions.  In  its  ord/er  of 
November  13,  1975,  the  Commission  ap¬ 
proved  the  settlement  agreement  with 
the  provision  that  the  advance  paymmit 
tracking  authority  terminate  as  of  Octo¬ 
ber  1, 1975. 

Public  notice  of  Transoo*s  filing  was 
Issued  on  January  19,  1976,  with  any 
prot^ts  or  petitions  to  Intervene  due  cm 
or  before  January  30,  1976.  To  date, 
none  have  been  receivecl. 

Our  review  of  the  filing,  together  with 
the  related  record  in  these  dockets  in¬ 
dicates  that  Transco  does  not  have  the 
tracking  authority  to  permit  its  advance 
payment  rate  adjustments  requested  to 
be  made  effective  as  of  July  1,  1975,  Au¬ 
gust  1,  1975,  and  September  1,  1975.  The 
settlement  agreement  provides  for  rate 
adjustments  tracking  advance  pa3ments 
to  be  made  prospectively  only.  However, 
the  tracking  authority  expired  on  Octo¬ 
ber  1, 1975,  when  supersecling  rates  went 
into  effect  as  a  result  of  Transco’s  filing 
of  a  notice  of  change  in  rates  in  Docket 
No.  RP75-75.  Accordingly,  we  shall  re¬ 
ject  tile  three  rate  adjustments  tracking 
advance  payments  with  Transco  has  re¬ 
quested  to  made  effective  as  of  July  1, 
1975,  Augfust  1,  1975,  and  September  1, 
1975,  and  we  shall  order  refimds  of  any 
revenues  collected  by  Transco  by  reason 
of  those  three  advance  payment  tracking 
adjustments.  In  addition,  we  shall  accept 
for  filing  the  revised  tariff  sheets  reflect¬ 
ing  the  rates  contain  in  the  settlement 
agreement  approved  in  these  dockets 
and  make  them  effective  as  of  Febru¬ 
ary  1,  1975,  and  April  1,  1975,  subject  to 
refund  as  to  the  reserved  Issues  in  Docket 
Nos.  RP74-48  and  RP75-3. 

The  Commission  finds: 

(1)  Transco’s  revised  tariff  sheets 
tendered  for  filing  December  22,  1975, 
which  reflect  the  rates  approved  by  this 
Commission  in  the  settlement  agreement 
in  these  proceedings  shoidd  be  accepted 
for  filing,  to  become  effective  as  of  Feb¬ 
ruary  1,  1975  and  April  1,  1975,  subject 
to  refund  as  to  the  reserved  Issues  in 
these  consolidated  dockets. 

(2)  Good  cause  exists  to  reject  that 
portion  of  Transco’s  filing  which  reflects 
adjustment  tracking  advance  pa3rment8 
to  become  effective  July  1.  1975,  Au¬ 
gust  1, 1975,  and  September  1, 1975. 

(3)  Good  cause  exists  to  require 
Transco  to  make  refxmds  of  any  amounts 
collected  by  reason  of  those  advance  pay¬ 
ment  tracking  adjustments. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Transco’s  revised  tariff  sheets  re¬ 
flecting  rates  contained  in  the  settlement 
agreement  approved  by  order  issued  No¬ 
vember  13,  1975,  In  these  dockets  are 
hereby  accepted  for  filing  to  become  ef¬ 
fective  as  of  February  1.  1975,  and 
April  1, 1975,  subject  to  reftmd  as  te  the 
reserved  Issues. 

(B)  That  portion  of  Transco’s  filing 
which  reflects  rate  adjustments  for  ad¬ 
vance  payments  requested  to  be  made 
effective  as  oS  July  1, 1975,  August  1, 1975, 
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and  September  ‘  1,  19'to,  is  hereby 
rejected. 

<C)  Traasoo  shall  refund,  within  60 
days  of  tire  Issuance  of  this  order,  any 
revenues  collected  by  reason  of  those  ad- 
JiBtmentB  for  advance  pasnnents  being 
reflected  in  Transco’s  rates. 

(D)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

ISEALl  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-3614  PUed  2-6-76;8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  RP76-75  (AP76-6)  ] 

TRANSCONTINENTAL  GAS  PIPE  UNE 
CORP. 

Order  Accepting  for  Filing  Settlement  Tariff 
Sheets,  Rejecting  Tariff  Sheet  Reflecting 
Advance  Payment  Adjustment  and  Grant¬ 
ing  Intervention 

January  30, 1976. 

On  December  16,  1975,  Transconti¬ 
nental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Cmporation  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing  certain  revised  tariff 
sheets^  containing  the  settlement  rates 
in  Docket  No.  RP75-75  which  have  been 
adjusted  to  reflect  intervening  curtail¬ 
ment  credit  rate  changes  *  made  effective 
on  November  16,  1975,  and  January  1, 
1976,  and  as  further  adjusted  for  a 
$4,005471  advance  payment  increase  to 
be  ^ective  February  1,  1976,  subject  to 
Ctnumission  approval  of  the  settlement 
agreement.*  The  proposed  effective  dates 
for  the  sheets  are  November  16,  1975, 
January  1,  1976,  and  February  1,  1976. 

Public  notice  of  Transco’s  filing  was 
isued  on  December  29,  1975,  with  pro¬ 
tests  or  petitions  to  intervene  due  on  or 
before  January  8,  1976.  On  January  12, 
1976,  Sun  Oil  Company  filed  a  petition 
to  intervene.  Havliig  reviewed  the  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene,  we  believe  that  the 
petitioner  has  sufflclent  interest  in  the 
proceedbigs  to  warrant  its  intervention 
out  of  time. 

Our  review  of  Transco’s  filing  Indicates 
that  Transco’s  proposed  advance  pay¬ 
ment  increase  r^ects  a  net  Increase  of 
$27,833,016  over  the  level  of  advance 
payments  Included  in  the  settlement 
rates  in  Do<ket  No.  RP75-75.  Of  this 
amount  $21,802,387  is  attributable  to 
three  new  advance  pa3rinent  agreements  * 
whi<4i  are  subject  to  but  do  not  comply 
with  the  requirements  of  Order  Nos.  529 
and  529-A.*  We  ^all  reject  that  portion 
of  the  filing  attributable  to  amounts  col¬ 
lected  pursuant  to  agreements  not  In 
oompliance  with  Order  Nos.  529  and 


1  See  Appendix  for  Uet  of  XsxtS  Sheets.  * 
•  improved  tn  Dodcet  Mo.  BPTS-W. 
■“AgreemeBt  so  to  Bstes”  ta  Docket  Mo. 
BP76-7&  WAS  oertifled  to  the  Oommteslon  on 
December  4. 1976. 

*Trsii8Co  Kxplorstlon  Oo.  (McMorsn  Xx- 
ptenrtlon  Oo. — Operator),  8-16-75,  8161 .488c 
TlmDsao  Sxplotwtton  Oo.  <  Jemae  L  Btreupe— 
Ggmtor),  S-lB-75:  8861;  flkdny  Off  Oom- 
pany.  10-30-78. 881;0tO.O8O. 

■  Issaed  June  17. 1976.  end  Aegost  18, 187A 
respectively.  In  Docket  No.  BM-75-6. 
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529-A.  The  remaining  $6,030,629  consists 
of  additional  advances  made,  less  pay¬ 
ments  received,  since  September  30, 1975, 
under  those  agreements  subject  to  the 
settlement  In  the  above-referenced 
docket.  The  treatment  of  advance  pay¬ 
ments  made  under  such  agreements  as  of 
September  30,  1975,  was  resarved  for  fu¬ 
ture  disposition,  and  that  portion  of  the 
rate  attributable  to  such  advance  pay¬ 
ments  is  being  collected  subject  to  re¬ 
fund.  We  shall  approve  Inclusion  of  these 
additional  advances  and  permit  Transco 
to  file  revised  tariff  sheets  whose  rates 
reflect  inclusion  of  such  advance  pay¬ 
ments  to  be  collected  subject  to  refund, 
pending  final  disposition  of  the  advance 
payment  issue  In  these  proceedings. 

Order  Nos.  529  and  529-A  require  that 
all  agreements  executed  after  June  17, 
1975,  specify  that  the  pipeline  shall  have 
first  call  on  any  gas  attributable  to  ad¬ 
vances  under  a  long  term  contract  which 
Is  for  a  mlnlmmn  Initial  term  of  15  years 
or  the  life  of  the  reserves  In  the  field 
and  that  the  selling  price  of  the  gas  be 
limited  to  the  just  and  reasonable  rate 
prescribed  by  the  Commission,  that  Is, 
the  national  or  area  rate  or  the  rate  au¬ 
thorized  by  the  Commission  imder  the 
provisions  of  optional  pricing  or  special 
relief. 

Our  review  indicates  that  the  two 
agreements  with  Transco’s  affiliate, 
Transco  Exploration  Co.,  dated  Au¬ 
gust  15,  1975,  do  not  specify  a  minimum 
initial  contract  term  of  15  years  or  the 
life  of  the  reserves  in  the  field.  The 
agreements  are  silent  regarding  the  con¬ 
tract  term  and,  accordingly,  do  not  com¬ 
ply  with  the  requirements  of  Order  Nos. 
529  and  529-A. 

With  respect  to  the  pricing  and  certi¬ 
fication  provisions  of  new  gas  purchase 
contracts  to  be  entered  Into  between 
Transco  and  Skelly,  the  agreement  be¬ 
tween  the  parties  provides  that  either 
party  may  reject  a  certificate  containing 
unacceptable  conditions  and  terminate 
the  contract.  The  pricing  provisions  con¬ 
tained  in  the  agreement  with  Skelly  pro¬ 
vides  that  the  initial  price  be  the  j\ist 
and  reasonable  rate  in  effect  imder  the 
Commission’s  regulations  when  deliveries 
begin.  However,  the  parties  may  agree  to 
establish  a  price  schedule  permitting  the 
producer  to  seek  the  Commission’s  au¬ 
thorization  to  collect  a  rate  in  excess  of 
the  national  or  area  rate  pursuant  to 
optional  pricing  or  special  relief  provi¬ 
sions.  However,  the  terms  of  the  agree¬ 
ment  do  not  provide  that  the  producer 
agree  to  accept  the  just  and  reasonable 
rate  found  by  the  Commission. 

We  believe  the  above-mentioned  certi¬ 
fication  and  pricing  provisions  contained 
In  the  agreement  between  Skelly  and 
Transco  are  so  vague  as  to  not  conform 
to  the  requirements  set  forth  in  Order 
No.  529  which  states  (mimeo  at  5) : 

It  was  not  our  intention  to  expect  the 
advance  payment  agreements  to  quote  a 
specific  price,  but  that  the  agreements 
should  provide  that  the  producer  vxmld 
have  to  agree  to  accept  the  Commission’s 
just  and  reasonable  rate.  Also,  it  was  not 
our  Intention  to  preclude  the  producers 


from  seeking  certification  under  the  op¬ 
tional  pricing  and  special  relief  proce¬ 
dures,  but  such  cer^catlon  should 
subject  to  appropriate  showing  under 
special  circumstances.  (Emphasis  added) 
Accordingly,  we  shall  reject  the  ten¬ 
dered  tariff  sheet  proposed  to  be  effec¬ 
tive  as  of  February  1,  1976,  for  the  rea¬ 
son  that  the  rates  reflect  the  Inclusion 
of  unapproved  advances  under  agree¬ 
ments  which  do  not  comply  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  Order  No.  529  and  529-A. 
We  shall  permit  Transco  to  submit  re¬ 
vised  tariff  sheets  to  become  effective 
February  1,  1976,  subject  to  refimd, 
which  reflect  the  inclusion  of  only  those 
advance  payments  made  pursuant  to  the 
agreements  contained  in  the  settlement 
agreement  In  this  docket.  In  addition, 
we  shall  accept  the  tariff  sheets  tendered 
herein  to  be  effective  November  16, 1975, 
and  January  1,  1976,  which  reflect  the 
rates  contained  in  the  settlement  agree¬ 
ment  In  this  docket,  as  adjusted  for  re¬ 
lated  curtailment  credits. 

The  Commission  finds: 

(1)  Transco’s  tariff  sheets  which  re¬ 
flect  the  rates  contained  In  the  settle¬ 
ment  agreement  in  this  docket,  as  ad¬ 
justed  for  related  curtailment  credit  rate 
changes,  should  be  accepted  for  filing  to 
become  effective  November  16,  1975,  and 
January  1, 1976. 

(2)  Transco’s  tariff  sheet,  proposed  to 
be  made  effective  as  of  February  1,  1976, 
whose  rates  reflect  adjustment  for  addi¬ 
tional  advance  payments,  some  of  which 
have  been  made  pursuant  to  agreements 
which  are  not  in  compliance  with  Order 
Nos.  529  and  529-A,  should  be  rejected. 

(3)  Good  cause  exists  to  permit 
Transco  to  file  a  revised  tariff  sheet 
which  reflects  the  effect  of  including 
those  additional  advances  made  pursu¬ 
ant  to  agreements  contained  in  the  pro- 
r'^ed  settlement  agreement  in  this 
docket,  subject  to  refund,  pending  dis¬ 
position  by  the  Commission  of  the  re¬ 
served  Issue  concerning  advance  pay¬ 
ments  and  subject  to  the  Commission 
approving  the  settlement  agreement  on 
this  docket. 

(4)  Good  cause  exists  to  permit  Sun 
Oil  Company  to  intervene  out  of  time. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Transco’s  tariff  sheets  which  re¬ 
flect  the  rates  contained  in  the  settle¬ 
ment  agreement  in  this  docket,  as  ad¬ 
justed  for  related  curtailment  credit  rate 
changes,  are  hereby  accepted  for  filing, 
to  become  effective  as  of  November  16, 
1975  and  January  1, 1976. 

(B)  Transco’s  tariff  sheet,  proposed 
to  be  made  effective  as  of  February  1. 
1976,  is  rejected  without  prejudice  to 
Transco’s  filing  a  revised  ta^  sheet 
which  reflects  the  Inclusion  of  those 
additional  advances  made  pursuant  to 
agreements  contained  in  the  settlement 
agreement  In  this  docket,  to  become  ef¬ 
fective  as  of  February  1,  1976,  subject 
to  refund,  pending  disposition  by  the 
Commission  of  the  reserved  issue  con¬ 
cerning  advance  payments  and  subject 
to  the  Commission’s  aproval  of  the  settle¬ 
ment  agreement  In  this  docket. 


(C)  Sun  Oil  is  hereby  permitted  to  in¬ 
tervene  out  of  time  In  these  proceedings 
subject  to  the  rules  and  regulations  of 
the  Commission;  Provided,  however. 
That  participation  of  such  Intervenor 
shall  be  limited  to  matters  affecting  as¬ 
serted  rights  and  Interests  as  specifically 
set  forth  in  the  petition  to  intervene; 
and  Provided,  further.  That  the  admis¬ 
sion  of  such  intervenor  shall  not  be  con¬ 
strued  as  recognition  by  tiie  Commission 
that  they  might  be  aggrieved  because 
of  any  order  or  orders  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  entered  in  this  proceeding. 

(D)  The  intervention  granted  herein 
shall  not  be  the  basis  for  delaying  or 
deferring  any  procedural  schedules  here¬ 
tofore  established  for  the  orderly  and 
expeditious  disposition  of  this  proceed¬ 
ing. 

(E)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 


By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

Transcontinental  Oas  Pipe  Line 
Corporation 

LIST  OF  REVISED  TARIFF  SHEETS  TO  FPC  GAS 
TARIFF,  FIRST  REVISED  VOLUME  NO.  1  AND 
ORIGINAL  VOLUME  NO.  2 

To  he  Effective  November  16, 1975 

First  Revised  Volume  No.  1.  Substitute 
Third  Revised  Fifteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  6. 

To  be  Effective  January  1, 1976 

First  Revised  Volume  No.  1.  Second  Sub¬ 
stitute  Sixteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  5.  Sub¬ 
stitute  Twelfth  Revised  Sheet  No.  6. 

Original  Volume  No.  2.  Substitute  Third 
Revised  Sheet  No.  121. 

To  be  Effective  February  1,  1976 

First  Revised  Volume  No^  1.  Third  Sub¬ 
stitute  Sixteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  6.  Sec¬ 
ond  Substitute  Twelfth  Revised  Sheet  No.  6. 

Original  Volume  No.  2.  Sixteenth  Revised 
Sheet  No.  62.  Fourth  Revised  Sheet  No.  121. 
Twelfth  Revised  Sheet  No.  321.  Eighth  Re¬ 
vised  Sheet  No.  416.  Seventh  Revised  Sheet 
No.  495. 

[FR  Doc.76-3582  Piled  2-5-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  RP72-99  and  RP75-75  (EPGA 
No.  76-1)] 

TRANSCONTINENTAL  GAS  PIPELINE 
CORP. 

Order  Accepting  for  Filing  and  Suspending 
Proposed  EPGA  Rate  Adjustment 

January  30,  1976. 

On  December  31, 1975,  Transcontinen¬ 
tal  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corporation  (Transco) 
tendered  for  filing  revised  tariff  sheets 
which  reflect  a  1.7^  per  Mcf  rate  increase 
pursuant  to  its  Emergency  Purchase 
Gas  Adjustment  Clause  (EPGA).'  Ac¬ 
cording  to  Transco,  the  increase  is 
designed  to  recoup  the  cost  of  50 
percent  of  the  emergency  gas  esti¬ 
mated  to  be  purchased  by  Transco  in 
December  1975  and  January  1976,  imder 


1  Transco’s  EPOA  was  made  effective  as  of 
November  16, 1975,  by  order  issued  November 
28,  1975,  In  Docket  No.  RP72-99. 
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agreements  *  executed  as  of  the  date  the 
filing  was  tendered,  together  with  time- 
covered  costs  of  emergency  gas  purchases 
as  of  November  80,  1975.  Tranyo  pro¬ 
poses  the  Increase  be  made  effective  as  of 
February  1,  1976. 

Transco  has  tendered  for  filling  alter¬ 
nate  sets  of  tariff  sheets.  Ihe  first  set  ’ 
refiects  the  1.7^  per  Mcf  Increase  ap¬ 
plied  to  Transco’s  rates  in  Docket  No. 
RP75-75,*  as  adjusted  for  an  advance 
payment  tracking  increase  proposed  to 
be  effective  as*0f  February  1,  1976.  The 
alternate  set  ‘  of  tariff  sheets  reflects  the 
1.7^  per  Mcf  increase  as  applied  to  the 
presently  effective  rates. 

Transco’s  EPGAC  -^jermlts  the  com¬ 
pany  to  recoup  costs  related  to  emer¬ 
gency  purchases  by  filing  two  separate 
monthly  rate  adjustments.  One  adjust¬ 
ment  Is  to  recover  the  cost  of  50%  of 
such  volumes  on  a  roUed-ln  basis  to  cus¬ 
tomers  under  the  CD,  G,  OG,  PS,  S-2, 
ACQ  and  E  rate  schedules.  The  other 
adjustment  is  to  recover  the  remaining 
costs  imder  a  Special  Incremental  Com¬ 
modity  Charge  (now  $1.90  per  Mcf)  *  to 
those  Buyers  imder  the  CD  and  ACQ 
rate  schedules  which  are  determined  to 
have  received  such  volumes.  Transco  will 
maintain  a  separate  account  to  record 
the  actual  cost  of  emergency  gas  and 
will  reflect  the  balance  In  such  account 
in  the  next  monthly  adjustment. 

Notice  of  the  filing  was  Issued  on  Jan¬ 
uary  18,  1976,  with  comments  due  on 
or  before  January  22,  1976.  No  regxmses 
have  been  recerv^. 

Our  review  of  the  filing  Indicates  that 
it  may  be  based,  on  part,  on  60-day 
emergency  purchases  in  excess  of  the  rate 
levels  prescribed  In  Opinion  Nos.  742  and 
699-H,  as  applicable.  Therefore,  the  pro¬ 
posed  rates  have  not  been  shown  to  be 
just  and  reasonable  and  may  be  unjust, 
unreasonable,  xmduly  discriminatory,  or 
otherwise  unlawful.  Accordingly,  we  ashaJi 
accept  for  filing  the  alternate  tariff 
sheets,  which  reflect  the  Increase  as  ap¬ 
plied  to  the  adjusted  settlement  rates  In 
Docket  No.  RP75-75  and  aiespend  them 
for  one  day  until  February  2,  176,  when 
they  shall  becinne  effective,  as  herein¬ 
after  conditioned.  Further,  in  light  of 
our  disposition  herein.  It  is  not  necessary 
to  act  on  the  alternate  substitute  tjudff 
sheets. 

With  regard  to  the  60-day  emergency 
purchases  the  Ccnmnission  noted  in  Opin¬ 
ion  No.  699-B '  that  a  pipeline  would  be 


*J.  W.  Operating  Co. — 61.e7/MMBTU: 
Oklaboma  Natural  Qas  Co. — $1.80 /Mcf;  and 
liO  Vaca  Qatherlng  Co. — 8S.21/Mcf. 

>  Fourth  Substitute  Sixteenth  Revised 
Sheet  No.  6  and  Third  Substitute  Twelfth 
Revised  Sheet  No.  6  to  First  Revised  Volume 
No.  1. 

*  The  settlement  agreement  was  certified  to 
the  Commission  on  December  4,  1975,  In 
Docket  No.  lM»75-75. 

®  Alternate  Substitute  Sixteenth  Revised 
Sheet  No.  6  and  Alternate  Twelfth  Revleed 
Sheet  No.  6  to  First  Revised  Volume  No.  1. 

*  No  change  will  be  made  In  the  Initial  In¬ 
cremental  Commodity  Charge  of  $1.90  per 
Mcf  untU  the  next  EPQA  rate  adjustment. 

*  - FPC _ Issued  September  9,  1978, 

In  DQcket  No.  R-389-B. 


entitled  to  Include  In  fin  purchased  gas 
costs  a  Tate  for  such  purchases  •‘which 
a  iTasonably  prudent  ph>eline  purchaser 
wotdd  pay  for  gas  under  the  same  or 
similar  circumstances.”  To  assist  in  Com- 
missian  review  of  Ihe  60-day  emergency 
purchases  and  tn  determining  whether  a 
public  hearing  is  necessary  thereon. 
Transco  ^all  be  required  to  file  and 
serve  on  all  its  customers  and  interested 
state  commissions  within  thirty  dajrs  of 
the  issuance  hereof  the  following  infor¬ 
mation;  (1)  the  pipeline’s  need  for  the 
gas,  (2)  the  availability  of  other  gas  sup¬ 
plies.  (3)  ^e  amount  of  gas  purchase 
under  each  60-day  transaction,  (4)  a 
comparison  of  each  emergency  purchase 
price  with  appropriate  market  prices  in 
the  same  or  nearby  areas,  and  (5)  the 
relationship  between  the  purchaser  and 
the  seller.  Upon  receipt  of  this  informa¬ 
tion,  it  win  be  duly  noticed  for  receipt 
of  comments  wl^  respect  thereto. 
Should  our  review  indicate  that  the  in¬ 
formation  filed  meets  the  criterion  set 
forth  in  Opinion  No.  699-B,  we  shaU  ter¬ 
minate  the  proceedings  and  relieve 
Transco  of  its  refund  obligation.  Should 
our  review  of  the  Information  and  any 
comments  related  thereto  indicate  that 
further  proceedings  are  required  as  to 
any  or  aU  of  the  60-day  emergency  pur¬ 
chases  they  would  be  established  by  sub¬ 
sequent  order. 

77ie  Commission  finds.  It  is  necessary 
and  appropriate  in  the  puhUc  interest  and 
to  aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  that  Transco’s  Fourth  Substitute 
Sixteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  5  and  Tlilrd 
Substitute  Twelfth  Revised  Sheet  No.  6 
to  First  Revised  Volume  No.  1  of  its  FPC 
Gas  Tariff  tendered  in  this  docket  on 
December  31,  1975,  be  accepted  for  filing 
and  permitted  to  become  effective  Feb¬ 
ruary  2,  1976,  subject  to  the  rate  being 
adjusted  to  reflect  any  revisions  to  the 
underlying  rates  contained  in  the  settle¬ 
ment  agreement  In  Docket  No.  RP75-75, 
and  as  hereinafter  ordered  and  condi¬ 
tioned. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  Transco’s 
proposed  Fourth  Substitute  Sixteenth 
Revised  Sheet  No.  5  and  Third  Sub¬ 
stitute  Twelfth  Revised  Sheet  No.  6  to 
First  Revised  Volume  No.  1  of  Its  FPC 
Gas  Tariff  tendered  in  this  docket  on 
December  31,  1975,  are  hereby  accepted 
for  filing  and  suspended  for  one  day. 
until  February  2,  1976,  when  they  shall 
become  effective,  subject  to  the  rate  being 
adjusted  to  reflect  any  revisions  to  the 
underlying  rates  contained  in  the  settle¬ 
ment  agreement  in  Docket  No.  RP75-75. 

(B)  To  assist  in  Commission  review  of 
the  60-day  emergency  purchases  and  In 
determining  whether  a  public  hearing  Is 
necessary  thereon,  Transco  shall  be  re¬ 
quired  to  file  and  serve  on  all  its  custom¬ 
ers  and  Interested  state  commissions 
within  thirty  days  of  the  Issusunce  hereof 
the  following  information:  (1)  the  pipe¬ 
line’s  need  for  the  gas.  (2)  the  availabil- 
hy  of  other  gas  supplies,  (3)  the  amount 
of  gas  purcha;^  under  each  60-day 
transaction,  (4)  a  comparison  of  each 
emergency  purchase  price  with  mniro- 
priate  market  prices  in  the  same  or  near¬ 


by  areas,  and  (5)  the  relationship  be¬ 
tween  the  purchaser  and  ttie  s^er.  Upon 
receipt  of  this  information,  it  will  be  didy 
noticikl  for  receipt  of  comments  with  re¬ 
spect  thereto,  ^ould  our  review  indicate 
that  the  Information  filed  meets  the  cri¬ 
terion  set  forth  in  Opinion  No.  699-B, 
we  ^all  terminate  the  proceedings  and 
relieve  Transco  of  lbs  refund  obligation, 
ffliould  our  review  of  the  information 
and  any  comments  related  thereto  indi¬ 
cate  that  further  proceedings  are  re¬ 
quired  as  to  any  or  all  of  the  60-day 
emergency  purchases  they  would  be  es¬ 
tablished  by  subsequent  order. 

(C)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  issued  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commiasion. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.76-3584  FUed  a-8-76;g:45  am] 


IDocket  Nos.  lltF7S-35  and  llP7n-89  (PGA 
76-1  and  AP  76-2] 

TRUNKLINE  GAS  CO. 

Order  Accepting  for  Filing  and  Suspending 
Tariff  Shek  and  EstabMsMng  Procedures 

January  30,  1976. 

On  December  15,  1975,  'Crunkline  Gas 
Company  tendered  for  filing  a  tariff 
sheet  *  that  amounts  to  a  rate  increase  of 
8.60^  per  Mcf.'  Trunkline  requests  an  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  February  1, 1976.  The  pro¬ 
posed  rate  includes  amounts  associated 
with  advance  payments  and  transmission 
a-tyj  compression  expense  tendered  pur¬ 
suant  to  tracking  clauses  in  Article  Nos. 
V  and  VI  of  the  Settlement  Agreement 
at  RP74-89,  respectively,  smd  certsdn  in¬ 
creased  purchased  gas  costs. 

Our  reirlew  indicates  that  with  respect 
to  the  purchased  gas  costs  increase,  there 
are  no  smsdl  producer  and  emergency 
purchases  which  are  in  excess  of  the  ap¬ 
plicable  rate  levels  prescribed  by  Opin¬ 
ion  Nos.  742  and  699-H,  respectively.  Our 
review  of  the  sulvance  payment  portion 
of  Trunkline’s  tender,  indicates  that  all 
of  the  new  advance  payments  reflected 
therein  may  not  be  reasonable  a-m]  ap¬ 
propriate  for  rate  base  treatment  as  pre¬ 
scribed  by  Order  Nos.  465  and  499  in  that 
the  advances  may  not  be  reasonably  re¬ 
lated  to  the  costs  to  be  Incurred  for  ex¬ 
ploration  and  development.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  we  will  suspend  Tnmkline’s  tariff 
sheet  for  one  day,  to  become  effective 
thereafter:  and  we  will  establish  hearing 
procedures  to  examine  the  lawfulness  of 
Trunkline’s  new  advance  pajmients. 
Trunkline  may  refile  rates,  which  we 
will  permit  to  become  effective  on  Feb- 


1  Fourteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  3A  to  Orig¬ 
inal  Volume  No.  1. 

*Thls  reflects  (1)  a  S.28<  Increase  ($18.3 
mniton  mnuany)  In  the  coat  at  purchased 
gas,  (3)  an  Incraased  surobsige  from  0X64 
to  1.154)  to  recover  $2,150X$e  In  deferred 
purchased  gas  costs,  (3)  a  $6,716,156  net  In¬ 
crease  In  advance  payments  (new  payments 
of  $11,687,906  less  repayments  at  $4,081,781) 
and  (4)  a  9819X71  transntlagon  and  com¬ 
pression  expense  decrease. 
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ruary  1. 1976.  excluding  the  effect  of  the 
aforementioned  new  advance  paionents. 

The  Commission  finds.  (1)  It  Is  nec¬ 
essary  and  aig>ropiiate  to  aid  In  the  w- 
forcement  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that 
Trunkline’s  tariff  sheet  be  accepted  for 
ming  and  suspended  for  one  day.  to  be¬ 
come  effective  thereafter,  subject  to  re¬ 
fund,  and  that  hearing  procedures  be 
established  to  examine  the  lawfulness  of 
the  rate  increase  attributable  to  Trunk¬ 
line’s  new  advance  payments,  as  herein¬ 
after  ordered. 

(2)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  to 
aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  Natiural 
Gas  Act  that  Trunkline  be  permitted  to 
file  revised  tariff  sheets  excluding  the 
effect  of  the  new  advance  pt^unents  to 
become  effective  February  1, 1976. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  Trunk¬ 
line’s  revised  tariff  ^eet  is  accepted  for 
filing  on  February  1, 1976,  suspended  for 
one  day,  to  become  effective  February  2. 
1976,  subject  to  refund. 

(B)  Trunkline  may  file  within  fifteen 
days  of  the  issuance  of  this  order  rates 
to  be  effective  on  February  1, 1976,  which 
exclude  the  effect  of  the  new  advance 
payments. 

(C)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  Sections  4 
and  5  thereof,  a  public  hearing  shall  be 
held  in  a  hearing  room  of  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426  to 
determine  the  lawfulness  of  Trunkline’s 
proposed  rate  increase  attributable  to  the 
new  advance  payments. 

(D)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  that  purpose 
(See  Delegation  of  Authority,  18  CFR 
3.5(d))  Shan  preside  at  the  hearing  in 
this  proceeding,  with  authority  to  estab¬ 
lish  and  change  aU  procedural  dates,  and 
to  rule  on  aU  motions  (with  the  sole  ex¬ 
ception  of  petitions  to  intervene,  motions 
to  consolidate  and  sever,  and  motions  to 
dismiss,  as  provided  in  the  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure) . 

(E)  Trunkline  shaU  file  its  direct  case 
in  this  proceeding  on  or  before  February 
20,  1976.  The  Presiding  Administrative 
Law  Judge  shaU  preside  at  a  pre-hearing 
conference  to  be  held  on  March  4,  1976, 
at  9:30  a.m.,  in  a  hearing  room  at  the 
address  noted  in  ordering  paragraph 
(C). 

(F)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Conunission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-3613  Piled  2-5-76:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  EB76-39d] 

WISCONSIN  MICHIGAN  POWER  CO. 

Order  Accepting  for  Filing  and  Suspending 
Proposed  Rate  Increase  and  Establish¬ 
ing  Initial  Conference 

January  30, 1976. 

On  December  29.  1975,  Wisconsin 
Michigan  Power  Ckxnpany  (Wisconsin 


Michigan)  tendered  for  flUng  revised 
charges^  for  service  to  two  Wisconsin 
municipalities,  Kaukauna  and  Menasha, 
acting  in  concert  (the  CJlties) .  The  pro¬ 
posed  revisions  would  increase  revenues 
from  the  Cfitles  for  firm  partial  require¬ 
ment  service  by  $443,014,  or  15J7%, 
based  on  the  test  period  ending  July  31. 
1975.  Wisconsin  Michigan  also  tendered 
for  filing  a  revised  fuel  adjustment 
clause  *  designed  to  comply  with  Section 
35.14  of  our  Regulations  as  amended  by 
our  Order  No.  517,  issued  on  Novem¬ 
ber  13, 1974. 

Public  notice  of  the  Company’s  filing 
was  issued  on  January  12,  1976,  with 
protests  and  petitions  to  intervene  due 
on  or  before  January  22, 1976.  Any  peti¬ 
tions  received  will  be  the  subject  of  a 
subsequent  order.  Wisconsin  Michigan 
requests  that  the  proposed  rate  increase 
be  made  effective  as  of  January  31, 1976. 

The  proposed  rate  schedule  would  in¬ 
crease  the  demand  charge  for  fitoi  power 
service  from  $30.00/kW  to  $66.00  kW.* 
The  energy  charge  for  such  service 
would  be  increased  from  0.475^AWh  to 
0.945^/kWh.  Additionally,  a  customer 
charge  of  $200  pr  month  would  be  insti¬ 
tuted. 

Wisconsin  Michigan’s  filing  is  based 
on  the  alleged  Joint  cost  of  the  appli¬ 
cant’s  and  Wisconsin  Electric  Power 
Company’s  integrated  dectric  system. 
The  Company  states  that  a  purpose  of 
the  proposed  rate  increase  is  to  adjust 
the  firm  power  rate  to  the  Cfitles  to  ac¬ 
count  for  purportedly  increased  power 
supply  costs. 

Additionaly,  Wisconsin  Michigan 
alleges  a  need  to  increase  its  return  on 
equity  and  overall  returns.  The  Company 
states  that  on  the  basis  of  its  Period  n 
study  for  the  twelve  months  ended  July 
31,  1976,  and  the  capital  structure  as  of 
the  end  of  Period  II,  the  present  rate 
yields  an  overall  return  of  6.28  percent 
and  a  return  on  common  equl^  of  4.943 
percent.  The  proposed  rate  increase  will 
result  in  an  earned  rate  of  return  of 
10.43  percent  with  a  15.0  percent  return 
on  equity. 

We  have  previously  recognized  the 
need  of  the  electric  industry  as  a  whole 
to  attract  the  capital  necessary  to  pro¬ 
vide  adequate  service  to  the  consuming 
public,*  and  we  have  stated  that  a  util¬ 
ity’s  need  to  increase  its  revenues  so  as  to 
be  able  to  satisfy  its  capital  requirements 
may  be  a  sufficient  Justification  for 


^Designated:  Supplement  No.  8  to  Rato 
Schedule  PPC  No.  66  (Supersedes  Supple¬ 
ment  No.  1). 

•Designated:  Supplement  No.  1  to  Sup¬ 
plement  No.  3  to  Rate  Schedule  PPC  No. 
56. 

*Both  the  present  and  proposed  demand 
charges  are  In  terms  of  annual  charge  based 
on  maximum  annual  billing  demand  pay¬ 
able  In  twelve  equal  monthly  Installments 

•See,  ejg.,  Wisconsin  Eleetrie  Power  Com¬ 
pany  and  Wisconsin  Michigan  Power  Com¬ 
pany,  Docket  No.  ER76-S03,  ordw  Issued 
December  81,  1975,  mlmeo  ed.,  p.  8,  and 
Delmarva  Power  and  Light  Company,  Docket 
Na  ER76-151,  ordw  Issued  October  81,  197IW 
mlmeo  ed.,  p.  8. 


a  rate  increase.'  Our  review  of  Wisconsin 
Michigan’s  filing  indicates,  however,  that 
the  proposed  rate  increase  has  not  been 
shown  to  be  Just  and  reasonable  and 
that  it  nu^  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  un¬ 
duly  discriminatory,  preferential  or 
otherwise  unlawful. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  authority 
vested  in  us  by  Section  205  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act,  we  shall  accept  Wisconsin 
Michigan’s  submittal  for  filing,  but  we 
shall  suspend  the  use  thereof  for  three 
months  imtll  May  1, 1976vat  which  time 
the  rates  will  be  permitted  to  become  ef¬ 
fective,  subject  to  refund,  m  addition, 
we  shall  provide  for  the  establishment  of 
hearing  procedures  to  determine  the  Just¬ 
ness  and  reasonableness  of  the  Com¬ 
panies’  filing. 

The  Commission  finds.  It  is  necessary 
and  proper  in  the  public  interest  and  to 
aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act  that  Wisconsin  Michigan’s 
proposed  tariff  sheets  as  tendered  on  De¬ 
cember  29,  1975,  be  acc^yted  for  filing 
and  suspended  for  three  months  until 
May  1, 1976,  at  which  time  they  shall  be¬ 
come  eeffctive  subject  to  refimd  and  that 
the  Commission  enter  upon  a  hearing  to 
determine  the  lawfulness  of  the  rates 
proposed  in  said  tariff  sheets. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  Pending 
a  hearing  and  final  decision  thereon,  Wis¬ 
consin  Michlgsm’s  proposed  changes  in 
the  rates,  charges,  and  conditions  of 
service  as  filed  on  Decmber  29, 1975,  are 
accepted  for  filing  and  suspended  for 
three  months  and  the  use  deferred  until 
May  1,  1976,  when  the  proposed  tariff 
sheets  shall  become  effective,  subject  to 
refund. 

(B)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  (Thief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  (See  Delegation 
of  Authority,  18  CFR  3.5  (d) )  shall  pre¬ 
side  at  an  initial  conference  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  at  9:30  am.,  February  19,  1976, 
at  the  Federal  Power  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE,  Wasbln^n, 
D.C.  20426.  Said  Presiding  Administra¬ 
tive  Law  Judge  is  hereby  authorized  to 
establish  all  procedural  dates  for  this 
proceeding  and  to  rule  upon  all  motions 
(except  petitions  to  intervene),  subject 
to  review  by  the  Commission. 

(C)  Nothing  contained  herein  shall  be 
construed  as  limiting  the  rights  of  parties 
to  this  proceeding  regarding  the  conven¬ 
ing  of  confermces  or  offers  of  settlement 
pursuant  to  Section  1.18  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure. 

(D)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.76-3690  FUed  2-5-76:8:46  am] 


•  JMd;  see  also,  Nevada  Power  Company, 
Docket  No.  ER76-40.  Issued  October  15,  1975, 
mlmeo  ed.,  p.  X 
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[Docket  No.  BP72-133  (PQA76-1)  [ 

UNITED  GAS  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

Order  Granting  Late  Intervention 

JANTTART  29,  1976. 

On  November  14,  1975,  United 

Gas  Pipe  Line  Company  (United)  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing  a  0.33t  per  Mcf  PGA  rate 
Increase  In  Its  jurisdictional  rates  and  a 
2.13^  per  Mcf  reduction  In  Its  surcharge 
in  the  Unrecovered  Purchased  Gas  Cost 
Account.  United's  filing  was  noticed  on 
November  28,  1975  with  all  comments, 
protests  and  petitions  to  Intervene  due 
on  or  before  Etecember  12, 1975. 

An  untimely  notice  of  Intervention  was 
filed  on  behalf  of  the  State  of  Louisiana 
on  January  8, 1976. 

Upbn  consideration  of  the  late  notice 
of  Intervention  filed  on  behalf  of  this  pe¬ 
titioner,  we  find  good  cause  exists  to 
grant  the  petition  to  intervene. 

The  Commission  finds.  Participation 
by  the  above-named  petitioner  in  these 
proceedings  may  be  in  the  public  interest 
and  good  cause  exists  for  permitting  such 
intervention. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  The 
above-mentioned  petitioner  is  hereby 
permitted  to  intervene  in  this  proceeding, 
subject  to  the  Rules  and  Regulations 
of  the  Commission;  Provided,  however, 
that  the  participation  of  such  intervenor 
Shan  be  limited  to  matters  affecting  the 
rights  and  interests  specifically  set  forth 
in  its  notice  of  intervention;  and  Pro¬ 
vided,  further,  that  the  admission  of  such 
intervenor  shall  not  be  construed  as  rec¬ 
ognition  that  it  might  be  aggrieved  be¬ 
cause  of  any  order  or  orders  issued  by 
the  Commission  in  this  proceeding. 

(B)  The  late  intervention  granted 
herein  shaU  not  be  the  basis  for  delaying 
or  deferring  any  procedural  schedules 
heretofore  established  for  the  orderly  and 
expeditious  disposition  of  this  proceeding. 

(C)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[  seal!  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.76-3585  PUed  3-6-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP76-133] 

UNITED  GAS  PIPE  UNE  CO.  AND  FLORIDA 
GAS  TRANSMISSION  CO. 

Withdrawal 

January  30,  1976. 

On  January  16,  1976,  United  Gas  Pipe 
Line  Company  and  Florida  Gas  Trans¬ 
mission  filed  a  joint  motion  to  withdraw 
the  application  for  a  certificate  of  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity  filed  on 
August  22,  1975  in  the  above-designated 
proceeding. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  pvusuant  to  Section  1.11  (d)  oS 
the  Commission’s  Rules  and  Regulations, 
the  withdrawal  of  the  above  application 
shall  become  effective  on  February  16, 
1976. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb,  . 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doe.76-3686  FUed  3-6-76:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  SR76-345] 

UTAH  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO. 

Curing  of  Deficiency 

January  80,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  19,  1978, 
Utah  Power  Light  Company  tendered 
the  following: 

(1)  A  statement  comparing  sales, 
service  and  revenues  under  the  present 
and  proposed  fuel  clauses. 

(2)  Imposed  second  revised  sheet  No. 
6A.1. 

(3)  Proposed  third  revised  sheet  No. 
6.1.  ' 

(4)  Proposed  third  revised  sheet  No. 
4.1. 

The  Company  states  that  this  tender 
is  in  response  to  a  Commission  letter  of 
December  11,  1975,  notlf3dng  the  CcHn- 
pany  of  a  deficiency  in  its  filing  of 
November  13,  1975,  in  this  docket  and 
that  the  tencler  is  intended  to  cure  the 
deficiency. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  fibrtg  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission,  825  North  Cap¬ 
itol  Street.  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.,  2(M26, 
in  accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission's  Riiles  of  Practice 
and  Procedure  (18  cm  1.8,  1.10).  All 
such  petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed 
on  or  before  February  10,  1976.  Protests 
will  be  considered  by  the  Commission  In 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
fileti  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  available  for  public  inspection. 

EIenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-8606  FUed  »-6-78;8;46  am] 

[Docket  No.  BP7S-10] 

ARKANSAS  LOUISIANA  GAS  Ca 
Extension  of  Procedural  Dates 

January  29, 1976. 

On  January  26,  1976,  Staff  Counsel 
filed  a  motion  to  extend  the  procediutd 
dates  fixed  by  order  issued  October  31, 
1975,  in  the  above-designated  proceed¬ 
ing. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above  proceeding  are  modified  as  follows: 

Service  Staff  Testimony,  March  25, 1976. 
Service  of  Intervenor  Testimony,  April  8, 
1976. 

Service  of  Company  Rebuttal,  April  22, 
1976. 

Hearing,  May  13, 1976  (10:00  ajn.,  ea.L) . 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-8577  FUed  3-6-783:46  am] 

OFFICE  OF  THE  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
SCHEDULiNG  AGENCY  DOCUMENTS 
Experimental  Prt^ram 

The  purpose  of  this  document  is  to  an¬ 
nounce  an  experiment  with  a  new  sys¬ 


tem  for  scheduling  certain  Federal 
agency  documents  for  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register.  Under  the  present 
system,  agency  documents  are  scheduled 
in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
1  CFR  Part  17.  As  a  resifft,  a  Federal 
agency  may  have  documents  published 
in  all  five  i^es  of  the  Federal  Register 
within  a  week.  Under  the  experimental 
system  announced  in  this  document,  cer¬ 
tain  Federal  agencies  would  be  whed- 
uled  for  publication  in  one  or  two  issues 
of  the  Federal  Register  each  week. 

Consideration  or  Comments 

On  June  20,  1975  (40  PR  26046),  the 
Office  of  the  Federal  Register  published 
an  advance  notice  of  proposed  role  mak¬ 
ing  seeking  public  comment  on  a  “day- 
of-the-week”  assignment  for  each  Fed¬ 
eral  agency.  A  number  of  cOTunents  were 
received,  both  from  Federal  agencies  and 
frcHn  Federal  Rbgister  users.  For  the 
most  part,  the  commoits  supported  the 
Idea  of  scheduling  each  agency  for  a 
specific  day  of  the  week.  However,  many 
F^eral  agencies  pointed  out  that  the 
requirements  of  existing  laws,  such  as 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act, 
would  make  it  very  difflctfft  to  comply 
fully  with  a  single  day  of  the  wedi  pub¬ 
lication  schedule.  While  the  advance  no¬ 
tice  of  proposed  rule  making  acknowl¬ 
edged  that  some  provision  would  have 
to  be  made  for  emergency  publication,  it 
is  clear  from  the  comments  received  that 
the  number  of  “emergencies’*  might  wdl 
negate  the  basic  purpose  of  a  single  day 
of  the  week  schedule. 

Other  pros  and  cons  were  presented  in 
the  comments  received.  Many  of  those 
commenting  were  concerned  srith  the 
“time  lag**  or  delay.  As  one  commenter 
stated.  “The  fundamental  disadvantage 
of  this  proposal  is  that  It  may  result  in 
increasing  the  time  lag  between  an  agen¬ 
cy’s  action  and  Federal  Recoster  pub¬ 
lication  of  notice  of  such  action  •  •  •". 
On  the  other  hand,  a  nunher  of  com¬ 
ments  stressed  the  potential  savings  in 
printing  costs,  research  time  and  storage 
space.  Some  commoits  dealt  with  tiie 
increasing  size  of  the  Federal  Register. 
One  commenter  put  it  this  way,  *Tlie 
ovorvriiehnlng  size  of  the  printed  agency 
dociunents  in  the  past  several  3rears  is 
causing  hardship  on  smaller  businesses 
and  individuals  responsible  for  trying  to 
stay  current  with  ixoposed  regulations, 
changes  to  existing  r^ulations,  *  *  **’. 
These  commenters  generally  felt  that  the 
proposal  was  a  “solution”  to  dealing  with 
Increased  Federal  Register  volume.  The 
Idea  of  limited  subscrlirtians  appealed  to 
smne,  while  others  felt  that  volume 
would  be  increased.  In  addition  to  these 
pros  and  ccms,  many  users  suggested 
IcteuB  on  how  to  group  or  assign  agen¬ 
cies  to  a  “day-cf-the-week”  schedule. 
Ideas  ranged  from  using  the  title  num¬ 
bers  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations 
to  the  grouping  of  agencies  according  to 
related  subject  areas.  All  the  commoits 
received  were  studied  and  considered. 

An  Experimental  Approach 
Because  the  volume  of  the  dally  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  continues  to  grow  at  a 
rapid  rate,  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Reg- 
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Ister  believe  that  a  test  of  a  new  system 
would  be  worthwhile.  Therefore,  we  plan 
plan  to  try  on  an  experimental  basis,  a 
two-day-each-week  i^proach.  During 
the  test  period,  each  Federal  agency  that 
agrees  to  participate  will  be  assigned  to 
either  a  Monday/Thursday  or  Tuesday/ 
Friday  schedule.  By  adc^ting  a  “two- 
day-a-wedc”  approach  emergency  situ¬ 
ations  should  be  very  rare.  For  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  experiment,  documents  nor¬ 
mally  scheduled  cm  a  day  that  will  be  a 
Federal  holiday  will  be  published  the  day 
following  the  holiday. 

Agencies  Volttnteering  to  Participate 

The  Office  of  the  Federal  Register  has 
discussed  the  two-day-a-week  approach 
with  a  number  of  Federal  agencies  and 
several  agencies  have  agreed  to  volun¬ 
tarily  adhere  to  the  two-day  schedule 
for  a  six  month  trial  period  from 
February  6, 1976  through  August  6, 1976. 
These  agencies  and  the  assigned  pub¬ 
lication  days  are: 

Agency  Publication  days 

Agriculture  Department: 

Agricultural  BtabUi-  Tuesday/Friday, 
zatlon  and  Conser¬ 
vation  SMVloe. 

Animal  and  Plant  Do. 

Health  Inspection 
Service. 

Food  and  Nutrition  Do. 

Service. 

Rural  Electrification  Do. 

Administration. 

Civil  Service  Commis-  Do. 

Sion. 

Labor  Department/Solic-  Do. 

ttor’s  office. 

Nuclear  Regulatory  Com-  Monday/ 
mission.  Thursday. 

Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation: 

Cockst  Guard.  Do. 

Federal  Aviation  Ad-  Do. 

ministration. 

National  Highway  Do. 

Traffic  Safety  Ad¬ 
ministration. 

TTiis  trial  period  will  allow  the  Office 
tA  the  Federal  R^^lster,  the  submitting 
agencies,  and  Federal  Register  users  to 
evaluate  the  effectiveness  of  the  two- 
day-a-week  approach. 

Bince  §  17.2  provides  for  special  pub¬ 
lication  arrangements  and  since  the 
listed  agencies  have  agreed  to  the  new 
schedule,  a  specific  amendment  to  the 
regulations  in  1  CFR  Part  17  is  not  nec¬ 
essary  to  accmnodate  this  experimental 
program.  At  the  conclusimi  of  the  six 
month  program,  the  Office  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  will  evaluate  the  program 
and  determine  whether  to  recomm^d 
specific  dianges  in  the  applicable  regu¬ 
lations  to  the  Administrative  Committee 
of  the  Federal  Register. 

It  should  be  noted  that  documents  of 
agencies  not  participating  in  the  experi¬ 
ment  during  the  trial  period  win  be 
scheduled  in  accordance  with  1  CFR 
Part  17. 

The  public  is  invited  to  evaluate  and 
o(Mnment  <m  this .  experiment.  In  order 
that  comments  may  be  evaluated  prior 
to  the  end  the  six-month  experiment 


comments  are  invited  and  wlU  be  re¬ 
ceived  through  May  7,  1976.  Comments 
should  be  siffimltted  to  the  Director  of 
the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives 
and  Records  Service,  General  Serv¬ 
ices  Administration,  Washington,  D.C. 
20408.  All  comments  received  by  May  7, 
1976,  win  be  considered  before  further 
action  is  taken  on  this  matter.  Cmn- 
ments  will  be  on  public  inspection  be¬ 
tween  the  hours  of  8:45  ajn.  and  5:15 
pm.  each  work  day  at  1100  L  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington.  D.C. 

Dated:  January  27, 1976. 

Fred  J.  Emery, 

Director  of  the  Federal  Register. 

[FR  Doc.76-3003  Filed  2-6-76;8:45  am] 

GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

[Federal  Property  Management  Regs.; 
TempOTary  Reg.  F-371] 

SECRETARY  OF  DEFENSE 
Delegation  of  Authority 

1.  Purpose.  This  regulaticm  delegates 
authority  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to 
represent  the  consumer  Interests  of  the 
executive  agencies  of  the  Federal  Oov. 
emment  in  an  electric  rate  design  pro¬ 
ceeding. 

2.  Effective  date.  This  r^ulation  is 
effective  immediately. 

3.  Delegation,  a.  Pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  vested  in  me  by  the  Federal 
Property  and  Administrative  Services 
Act  of  1949,  63  Stat.  377,  as  amended, 
sections  201  (a)  (4)  and  205(d)  (40  UB.C. 
481(a)(4)  and'  486(d)),  authority  is 
hereby  delegated  to  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  to  r^resent  the  consumer  interests 
of  the  executive  agencies  of  the  Federal 
Government  in  a  proceeding  Involving 
the  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company  be¬ 
fore  the  Callforlna  Public  Utilities  Com¬ 
mission  (Application  No.  56124)  concern¬ 
ing  the  rate  design  of  the  utility’s  electric 
rates. 

b.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  may  re¬ 
delegate  this  authority  to  any  officer,  offi¬ 
cial,  or  employee  of  the  Department  of 
Defense. 

c.  This  authority  shall  be  exercised  in 
accordance  with  the  policies,  procedures, 
and  controls  prescribed  by  the  Gffiieral 
Services  Administration,  and  shall  be  ex¬ 
ercised  in  cooperation  with  the  responsi¬ 
ble  officers,  officials',  and  employees 
thereof. 

Jack  Eckerd, 

Administrator  of  General  Services. 
January  28,  1976. 

[FR  Doc.76-3568  FUed  2-5-76:8:46  am] 

[Federal  Property  Management  Regs.; 
Temporary  Reg.  F  372] 

SECRETARY  OF  DEFENSE 
Delegation  of  Authority 

1.  Purpose.  This  regulatlmi  delegates 
authority  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
to  represent  the  consumer  Interests  at 
the  executive  agencies  of  the  Federal 


Government  in  an  electrical  rate  increase 
proceeding. 

2.  Effective  date.  This  regulation  is  ef¬ 
fective  Immediate. 

3.  Delegation,  a.  Pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  vested  in  me  by  the  Federal  Prop¬ 
erty  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of 
1949,  63  Stat.  377,  as  amended,  particu¬ 
larly  sections  201(a)  (4)  and  205(d)  (40 
U.S.C.  481(a)  (4)  and  486(d) ) .  authority 
Is  delegated  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
to  represent  the  consumer  interests  of 
the  executive  agencies  of  the  Federal 
Government  before  the  Corporation 
Commission  of  Oklahoma  (Cause  No. 
25567)  in  a  proceeding  involving  an  elec¬ 
trical  rate  Increase  application  by  Okla¬ 
homa  Gas  and  Electric  Company. 

b.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  may  re¬ 
delegate  this  authority  to  any  officer, 
official,  or  employee  of  the  Department 
of  Defense. 

c.  This  authority  shall  be  exercised  in 
accordance  with  the  policies,  procedures, 
and  controls  prescribed  by  the  General 
Services  Administration,  and  shall  be 
exercised  in  cooperation  with  the  respon¬ 
sible  officers,  officials,  and  employees 
thereof. 

Jack  Eckerd, 

Administrator  of  General  Services. 
January  28, 1976. 

[FR  Doc.76-3669  Filed  2-5-76;8:46  am] 

INTERNATIONAL  TRADE 
COMMISSION 

[TA-201-14] 

HONEY 

Investigation  and  Hearing 

Investigation  instituted.  Following  re¬ 
ceipt  of  a  petition  on  December  29, 1975, 
filed  by  the  Mid-UJS.  Honey  Producers 
Marketing  Association,  the  Nebraska 
Honey  Producers  Association,  the  Great 
Lakes  Honey  Marketing  Association,  the 
Michigan  Beekeepers  Association,  and 
certain  independent  Kansas  and  Mis¬ 
souri  beekeepers,  the  United  States  In¬ 
ternational  Trade  Commission  on  Janu¬ 
ary  29,  1976,  instituted  an  Investigation 
under  section  201(b)  of  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974  to  determine  whether  honey,  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  item  155.70  of  the  Tariff 
Schedules  of  the  United  States,  is  being 
Imported  into  the  United  States  in  such 
increased  quantities  as  to  be  a  substan¬ 
tial  cause  of  serious  injury,  or  the  threat 
thereof,  to  the  domestic  industry  produc¬ 
ing  an  article  like  or  directly  competitive 
with  the  imported  article. 

Public  hearings  ordered.  Public  hear¬ 
ings  in  connection  with  this  investiga¬ 
tion  will  be  held  in  Orlando.  Florida,  on 
March  2,  1976,  at  a  time  and  place  to  be 
announced;  in  San  Francisco,  Califor¬ 
nia,  on  March  10,  1976,  at  a  time  and 
place  to  be  announced;  in  Kansas  City, 
NQssourl,  on  April  6, 1976,  at  a  time  and 
place  to  be  announced;  and  in  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  at  10  a.m.,  e.d.t.,  on  April  8, 
1976,  in  the  Hearing  Boom,  United  States 
International  Trade  Commission  Build¬ 
ing,  701  E  Street,  NW.,  Requests  for  ap¬ 
pearances  at  any  of  the  hearings  should 
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be  received  in  writing  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Commission  at  his  offices  In  Wash¬ 
ington  not  later  than  noon  of  the  fifth 
calendar  day  prior  to  the  hearing. 

Inspection  of  petition.  The  petition 
filed  in  this  case  is  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Office  of  the  Secretary, 
United  States  International  Trade  Com- 
mlstdon,  and  at  ttie  New  York  City  office 
of  the  United  States  International  Trade 
Commission  located  at  6  World  Trade 
Center. 

By  Order  of  the  Commission. 

Issued:  February  2, 1976. 

[seal]  Kenneth  R.  Mason, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-3508  Piled  2-6-76;  8:45  am] 
[337-TA-181 

MONOLITHIC  CATALYTIC  CONVERTERS 
Notice  of  Resumption  of  Investigation 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  United 
States  International  Trade  Commission 
on  January  30,  1976,  resxuned  investiga¬ 
tion  No.  337-TA-18  on  monolithic  cata¬ 
lytic  converters,  imder  section  337  of  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended  (88  Stat. 
2053) .  Notice  of  institution  of  the  inves- 
tli^tlon  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  July  23,  1975  (40  F.R. 
30879) ;  and  notice  of  suspension  of  the 
-  investigation  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  December  10,  1975  (40 
P.R.  57516) . 

By  order  of  the  Cwnmission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  R.  Mason, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-3507  Piled  2-5-76;8:45  am] 
[337-TA-l] 

ELECTRONIC  PIANOS 

Notice  and  Order  Terminating  the 
Investigation 

On  March  6,  1972,  The  Wurlitzer  Co., 
Chicago,  m..  filed  a  complaint  with  the 
United  States  International  Trade  Com¬ 
mission  (formerly  the  United  States 
Tariff  Commission)  under  section  337  of 
the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended  (19 
U.8.C.  1337) ,  alleging  unfair  methods  of 
competition  and  unfair  acts  in  the  im¬ 
portation  and  domestic  sale  of  electronic 
pianos  covered  by  the  claims  of  U.S. 
Patents  Nos.  3,038,363  ;  2,942,512  ;  2,949,- 
053;  and  3,154,997.  Notice  of  initiation  of 
a  preliminary  Inquiry  (assigned  docket 
No.  337-I#-49)  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  April  4,  1972  (37  FR 
6797).  By  notice  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  September  28,  1972  (37 
FR  20289),  an  Investigaticm  was  insti¬ 
tuted.  Public  hearings  were  held  in  con- 
necti(m  with  this  investigation  on  Janu¬ 
ary  30  and  31,  1973,  March  29,  1973,  and 
August  15, 1974,  pursuant  to  section  203.5 
of  the  C(Hnmission*s  Rules  ot  Practice 
and  Procedure  (19  C7FR  203.5) . 

On  March  17,  1975,  the  Commission 
(Commlssionm  Letmard  and  Minchew 
dissenting)  found  unfair  methods  of 


competition  and  unfair  acts  in  the  un¬ 
licensed  lnmortati<m  and  sale  of  certain 
tiectronic  pianos  by  reason  of  their  being 
made  in  accordance  with  the  dalmfs)  ci 
UJ3.  Patent  No.  3,038,363,  the  effect  or 
tend^cy  of  which  is  to  substantially  in¬ 
jure  an  industry  efficiently  and  ecmiom- 
ically  operated  in  the  United  States.  The 
CiHiunission  (Commissioners  Moore  and 
Ablondi  dissenting)  reccanmended  that 
the  President  not  issue  an  exclusion 
order  to  forbid  oitry  into  the  United 
States  of  electronic  pianos  covered  by 
the  claim  (s)  in  U.S.  Patent  No.  3,038,363. 
Notice  of  the  findings  and  recommenda¬ 
tion  was  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  (40  FR  12857)  on  March  21,  1975. 

On  April  3,  1975,  section  341(a)  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (Public  Law  93-618) , 
amending  section  337  of  the  Tariff  Act 
of  1930,  as  previously  amended  (46  Stat. 
703) ,  60  Stat.  1352,  72  Stat.  679;  19  U.S.C. 
1337) ,  became  effective  diiring  the  time 
for  appeal  of  the  Commission’s  finding. 
Pursuant  to  a  notice  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  June  4,  1975  (40 
FR  24056) ,  the  investigatkm,  which  had 
been  conducted  as  investigation  No.  337- 
31  under  secticm  337  of  the  Tariff  Act  of 
1930,  as  previously  amended,  was  desig¬ 
nated  to  be  ccmducted  as  an  investiga¬ 
tion  of  the  Commission  under  section  337 
of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended  by 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (88  Stat.  2053), 
and  assigned  docket  No.  337-TA-l. 

On  May  8, 1975,  a  stipulated  motion  to 
withdraw  complaint:  and  terminate  pro¬ 
ceedings  was  ffied  with  the  Commission 
by  The  Wurlitzer  Co.  (the  complainant) , 
Nippon  Columbia,  Ltd.  (the  foreign 
manufacturer  of  the  electronic  pianos). 
Rhythm  Band,  Inc.,  Tommy  Moore,  Chi¬ 
cago  Musical  Instrument  Co.,  and  Elec¬ 
trokey,  Inc,  (dcHnestic  importer  of  the 
subject  electrCHiic  pianos) . 

Based  upon  the  stipulated  motion  to 
withdraw  complaint  and  terminate  pro¬ 
ceedings,  the  U.8.  International  Trade 
Commission  hereby  gives  notice  of  and 
orders  the  termination  of  the  investiga¬ 
tion.  This  termination  is  foimded  upon 
the  Commission’s  determination  that 
there  is  no  violation  of  section  337,  Tar¬ 
iff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended  (88  dtat. 
2053) ,  by  reasmi  of  a  settlement  agree¬ 
ment  entered  into  between  The  Wur¬ 
litzer  Co.  and  Nippcm  Columbia,  Ltd., 
which  agreement  covers  U.S.  Patents 
Nos.  3,038,363  and  2,942,512,  two  of  the 
patents  in  issue;  the  agreement  has  the 
effect  of  obviating  any  unfair  methods 
of  competition  and  unfair  acts  in  the 
importation  or  sale  of  the  articles  which 
are  the  subject  of  the  complaint  on 
which  this  investigati<Hi  was  based. 

Ibis  notice  and  t^mination  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  10  days  aft»  the  date  of 
publicati(Hi  in  the  Federal  Register  un¬ 
less  objection  and  request  for  recon¬ 
sideration  of  this  acticm  is  filed  by  any 
Interested  party  within  the  aforesaid  10- 
day  period.  Any  objection  and  request  for 
reconsideration  shall  be  accmnpanled  by 
a  statemmt  setting  forth  the  facts  rdied 
upon  in  support  of  such  objection  and  re¬ 
quest  and  shall  be  served  on  the  other 
parties  to  this  investigation.  Notice  of 


receipt  of  objection  and  request  for  re¬ 
consideration  will  be  puUi^ed  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  order  of  the  Commission; 

Issued:  February  3, 1976. 

[seal]  ELenneth  R.  Mason, 

Secretary. 

[Fft  Doc.76-3713  FUed  2-5-78:8:45  am] 

INTERIM  COMPLIANCE  PANEL  (COAL 
MINE  HEALTH  AND  SAFETY) 

LANE  HOLLOW  COAL  CO. 

Application  for  Renewal  Permit;  Electric 
Face  Equipment  Standard;  Opportunity 
for  Public  Hearing 

AiHilication  for  a  Renewal  Permit  for 
Noncomidlance  with  the  Electric  Face 
Equipment  Standard  prescribed  by  the 
Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and  Safety 
Act  of  1969  has  been  received  for  the 
item  of  equiiHnent  in  underground  coal 
mine  as  follows: 

ICP  Docket  No.  4201-000,  LANK  HOLLOW 
COAL  COMPANY,  Mine  No.  21.  Mine  ID  No. 
44  02258  0,  Grundy,  VlrglniA  24814,  ICP 
Permit  No.  4201-008— B-3  (Mescher  HD12 
Rubber  Tired  Tractor,  Ser.  No.  288). 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
5  5(M.7(b)  of  Title  30.  Code  of  Federal 
R^ulations,  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
requests  for  public  hearing  as  to  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  a  renewal  permit  may  be 
filed  on  or  before  February  23. 1976.  Re¬ 
quests  for  public  hearing  must  be  filed 
in  accordance  with  30  CFR  Part  505  (35 
FR  11296,  July  15,  1970),  as  amended, 
copies  of  which  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Panel  upon  request. 

A  copy  of  each  iqiplication  is  available 
for  inspection  and  requests  for  public 
hearing  may  be  filed  in  the  office  of  the 
Correspondence  Control  Officer,  Interim 
Compliance  Panel.  Room  800,  1730  K 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 

George  A.  Hornbeck, 
Chairman, 

Interim  Compliance  Panel. 
February  2,  1976. 

]FR  Doc.76-3524  Filed  3-5-76;8;4S  am] 

LIBRARY  OF  CONGRESS 

THE  NATIONAL  COMMISSION  ON  NEW 
TECHNOLOQICAL  USES  OF  COPY¬ 
RIGHTED  VlfORKS 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Meetings  of  the  National  Commission 
on  New  Technological  Uses  of  Copy¬ 
righted  Works  will  be  held  on  February 
11,  12  and  13,  1976,  to  which  any  inter¬ 
ested  members  of  the  puMlc  are  invited. 
The  meetings  will  take  place  at  the  lin¬ 
den  HUl  Apartment  Hotel,  5400  Pooks 
Hill  Road,  Bethesda,  Maryland,  with  the 
exception  the  February  12  meeting 
from  1:30  p.m.-5  pm.,  which  will  be  hdd 
in  the  Board  Room  of  the  National  li¬ 
brary  Medicine,  8600  Rockville  Pike, 
Bethesda,  Maryland.  The  schedule  of 
meetings  is  as  follows: 
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Wednesday,  Febniaiy  11th 
8  pjn. — 10:80  pjn. 
Thursday,  February  12th 

1:30  pm. — 5  pm. 

8  pm. — 8:30  pm. 

Friday,  February  13th 

9  am. — 12  Noon 
1:30  pm. — 3:30  p.m. 

AUTHtja  J.  Levinb, 
Executive  Director,  National 
Commission  on  New  Teehno- 
loffical  Uses  of  Copyrighted 
Works  iCONTU). 

[FB  Doc.76-3808  Filed  2-8-76;8:4S  am] 


NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE  ADMINISTRATION 

[Notice  (76-0)  ] 

STRATOSPHERIC  RESEARCH  ADVISORY 

COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Date  and  Place  of  Meeting 

The  Stratospheric  Research  Advisory 
Committee  will  meet  at  the  Jet  Propul¬ 
sion  Laboratory,  California  Institute  of 
Technology,  Pasadeua,  CaUfomla.  on 
March  9  and  10,  1976.  The  meeting  will 
be  held  In  Room  101  of  Building  180 
from  9  am.  to  5  pm.  March  9  and  from 
9  am.  to  3:30  pm.  March  10.  The  meet¬ 
ing  Is  (H)en  to  members  of  the  public. 
Visitors  must  register  at  the  main  gate. 

The  Stratospheric  Research  Advisory 
Committee  advises  NASA  concerning  the 
contents  and  direction  of  the  NASA 
Stratospheric  Research  program.  The 
purpose  of  this,  the  fourth  meeting.  Is  to 
continue  discussion  of  stratospheric  re¬ 
search  at  NASA  Centers  and  to  ccmslder 
a  compr^enslve  measiurement  strategy 
for  atmospheric  parameters. 

For  further  infmmatlcm  regarding  the 
meeting,  idease  contact  Dr.  David  P. 
Cauffman.  Executive  Secretary,  at  Area 
Code  202/755-3685.  ' 

William  W.  Snavbly, 

Assistant  Administrator  for  DOD 
and  Interagency  Affairs. 

jANTTAaT  28,  1976. 

(FB  Doe.76-S626  Filed  2-5-76:8:45  am] 


[Notloe  76-8] 

DRAFT  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT 
STATEMENT 

Public  Notice  Regarding  Availability 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  of  the  public 
availability  of  the  draft  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  (DEIS)  for  the  Over¬ 
laid  Transport  of  the  NASA  Space  Shut¬ 
tle  OiUter  between  Palmdale  and  Ed¬ 
wards  Air  Force  Base,  California. 

The  subject  DEIS  presmts  Informa¬ 
tion  pertaining  to  the  environmental  Im¬ 
pact  associated  with  the  transpcurt  of  the 
NASA  Space  Shuttle  Orbiter  by  an  over¬ 
land  route  between  the  Palmdale  as- 
sendily  plant,  Palmdale,  California, 


and  the  Hugh  L.  Diyden  Fhght  Research 
Center  at  Edwards  Air  Force  Base,  Cali¬ 
fornia.  The  statement  describes  the  route 
over  which  the  Orbiter  wlU  be  trans- 
pmled.  Including  the  envlrcximental  set¬ 
ting  along  and  surrounding  swh  route, 
and  addresses  othn*  environmentally 
related  factors  affected  thereby. 

Comments  on  the  draft  Environmental 
Statement  and  on  matters  set  forth 
therein  are  solicited  from  and  may  be 
submitted  by  the  State  and  local  agen¬ 
cies  and  members  of  the  public.  Such 
comments  should  be  submitted  to  the 
Associate  Deputy  Administrator,  Na¬ 
tional  Aeronautics  and  Space  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Washington,  D.C.  20546.  AH 
comments  must  be  received  by  March  22, 
1976,  In  order  to  be  considered  in  the 
preparation  of  the  final  Envinmmental 
Statement. 

Copies  of  the  draft  statement  may  be 
obtained  or  examined  at  any  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  locations: 

(a)  National  Aeronautics  and  Space 
Administrati<Hi,  Public  Documents  Room 
(Room  126),  600  Independence  Avenue, 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20546. 

(b)  Ames  Research  Carter,  NASA 
(Building  201,  Room  17) .  Moffett  Field 
CA  94035. 

(c)  Hugh  L.  Dryden  Flight  Research 
Center,  NASA  (BuUding  4800,  Roan 
1017) ,  P.O.  Box  273,  Edwards,  CA  93523. 

(d)  Goddard  Space  Flight  Center, 
NASA  (Building  8,  Room  150),  Green- 
belt,  MD  20771. 

(e)  Johnson  Space  Center,  NASA 
(Building  1,  Room  136),  Houston,  TX 
77068. 

(f)  John  F.  Kennedy  Space  Caiter, 
NASA  (Headquarters  BuUding,  Room 
1207) ,  Komedy  Space  Center,  FL  32899. 

(g)  Langley  Research  Center,  NASA 
(Building  1219,  Room  304),  Hampton, 
VA  23385. 

(h)  Lewis  Research  Center.  NASA 
(Administration  BuUding,  Boom  120), 
21000  Brookpark  Road,  Cleveland,  OH 
44135. 

(I)  George  C.  MarshaU  Space  FTig^it 
Center,  NASA  (BuUding  4200,  Roan 
G-11) .  Huntsvme.  AL  35812. 

(J)  National  Space  Technology  Lab¬ 
oratories.  NASA  (BuUding  1100,  Room 
A-213) ,  Bay  St.  Louis,  MS  39520. 

(k)  NASA  Pasadena  Office  (Jet  Pro¬ 
pulsion  Laboratoy,  BuUding  180,  Room 
600),  4800  Oak  Grove  Drive,  Pasadena, 
CA  91103. 

(l)  WaUops  FUght  Center.  NASA 
(library  BuUding,  Room  E-105),  Wal¬ 
lops  Island,  VA  23337. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  2nd 
day  of  February  1976. 

By  the  direction  of  the  Administra- 
t(ff. 

DUWABD  L.  Cxow. 
Associate  Deputy  AdnUnistra- 
tor.  National  Aeronautics 
and  Space  Administration. 

(nt  I>oe.T6-86ao  FIM  S-5-76;8:46  am] 


NATIONAL  ENDOWMENT  FOR  THE 
ARTS  AND  HUMANITIES 

EDUCATION  PANEL  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

January  13, 1976. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Conunlttee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92- 
463)  notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  meet¬ 
ing  of  the  Education  Panel  wUl  meet  at 
9  a.m.  to  5  pjn.,  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
February  23, 1976. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to  re¬ 
view  Program  Grant  Program  appUca- 
tions  submitted  to  the  National  Endow¬ 
ment  for  the  Humanities  for  grants  to 
educational  Institutions  and  non-profit 
organizations. 

Because  the  proposed  meeting  wiU  con¬ 
sider  financial  information  and  person¬ 
nel  and  simUar  files  the  disclosure  of 
which  would  constitute  a  clearly  unwar¬ 
ranted  invasion  of  personal  privacy,  pur¬ 
suant  to  authority  granted  me  by  the 
Chairman’s  Delegation  of  Authority  to 
Close  Advisory  Committee  Meet^s, 
dated  August  13, 1973, 1  have  determined 
that  the  meeting  woiUd  faU  within  ex¬ 
emptions  (4)  and  (6)  of  5  UJS.C.  552(b) 
and  that  It  is  essential  to  close  the  meet¬ 
ing  to  protect  the  free  exchange  of  In¬ 
ternal  views  and  to  avoid  Interference 
with  operation  on  the  Committee. 

It  Is  suggested  that  those  desiring  more 
specific  Information  contact  the  Advi¬ 
sory  Committee  Management  Officer, 
Mr.  John  W.  Jordan.  806 15th  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20506,  or  caU  area  code 
(202)  382-2031. 

John  W.  Jordan, 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

[FB  Doc.76-3519  FUed  !»-5-76;8:45  am] 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

[Do(A«t  No.  50-261] 

CAROLINA  POWER  &  UGHT  CO, 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  (the 
Commission)  has  Issued  Amendment  No. 
18  to  Faculty  C^ieratlng  License  No. 
DPR-23  Issued  to  CTarolina  Power  and 
Llcdit  Oonpany  which  revised  Techni¬ 
cal  ^leclfications  for  a>eration  of  the 
H.  B.  Robinson  Steam  Electric  Plant 
Unit  No.  2,  located  in  Darlington  County, 
HartsvlUe,  South  Carolina.  The  amend¬ 
ment  Is  effective  as  of  its  date  of 
Issuance. 

The  amendment  revises  the  Technical 
l^ieciflcatlons  to  penult  a  change  to  the 
valves  utilised  to  Isolate  the  coitaln- 
moit  siuray  system  during  testing  of  the 
containment  spray  additive  valves. 

The  s^ipllcatlon  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require- 
moits  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
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as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Ccon- 
mission  has  made  appr(9rlate  findings 
as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  C<Mn- 
mission’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice 
of  this  amendment  is  not  required  since 
the  amendment  does  not  involve  a  signi¬ 
ficant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  Uiat 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
Impact  and  that  piusuant  to  10  CFR 
S  51.5(d)  (4)  an  environmental  state-: 
ment,  negative  declaration  or  environ¬ 
mental  impact  ai^raisal  need  not  be  pre¬ 
pared  in  connection  with  issuance  of  this 
amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  applicatlmi  for 
amendment  dated  January  16,  1976,  (2) 
Amendment  No.  18  to  License  No.  DPR- 
23,  and  (3)  the  Commission’s  related 
Safety  Evaluation.  All  of  these  items  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Dociunent  Room, 
1717  H  Street  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
and  the  Hartsville  Memorial  Library, 
Home  and  Fifth  Avenue,  Hartsville, 


as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commis- 
si<m’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  L  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendments.  Prior  public  notice 
of  the^unendments  is  not  required  since 
the  amendments  do  not  involve  a  signifi¬ 
cant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  these  amendments  will 
not  result  in  any  significant  envlron- 
mental  impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10 
CFR  §  51.5(d)  (4)  an  environmental 
statement,  negative  declaration  or  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  appraisal  need  not 
be  prepared  in  connection  with  issuance 
of  these  amendments. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendments  dated  S^tember  16,  1975, 
as  supplemented  November  4,  1975,  (2) 
Amendments  No.  17  and  14  to  Licenses 
No.  DPR-39  and  DPRr-48,  and  (3)  the 
Commission’s  related  Safety  Evaluation. 
All  of  these  items  are  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  and  at  the  Waukegan 
Public  Library,  128  North  County  Street, 
Waukegan,  Illinois  60685. 

A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be 


of  this  amendment  is  not  required  since 
the  amendment  does  not  Involve  a  signifi¬ 
cant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  wUl  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
impcu;t  and  that  pturstiant  to  10  CFR 
§  51.5(d)  (4)  an  ofxvironmental  stote- 
ment,  negative  declaration  or  environ- 
mentsd  impMt  appraisal  need  not  be 
prepared  in  connection  with  issuance  of 
this  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to 
this  action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  January  26, 1976,  and 
report  number  NEDO,  (2)  Amendment 
No.  9  to  License  No.  DPR-59,  and  (3) 
the  Commission’s  related  Safety  Evalu¬ 
ation.  All  of  these  items  are  available 
for  public  inspection  at  the  Commission’s 
Public  Docmnent  Room,  1717  H  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  at  the 
Oswego  City  Library,  120  East  Second 
Street,  Oswego.  N.Y. 

A  copy  of  itons  (2)  and  (3)  may  be 
obtain^  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Di¬ 
rector,  Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 


South  Carolina. 

A  Copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be 
obtain^  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
U.8.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Di¬ 
rector,  Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  27th 
day  of  January,  1976. 


obtained  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Di¬ 
rector,  Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda.  Maryland,  this  29th 
day  of  January  1976. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this 
30th  date  of  January  1976. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Robert  W.  Reid, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  4.  Division  of 
Operating  Reactors. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis 
Sion. 


Robert  A.  Purple, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
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Robert  W.  Reid, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  4,  Division  of  Op¬ 
erating  Reactors. 


Branch  No.  1,  Division  of  Op¬ 
erating  Reactors. 

|FR  Doc .76  3509  Piled  2-5-76;8;45  am] 
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Notice  of  Availability  of  Draft  for  Public 

[Docket  No.  50-333]  Comment 


(Docket  Nos.  50-295  and  50-304] 

COMMONWEALTH  EDISON  CO. 

Issuance  of  Amendments  to  Facility 
Operating  Licenses 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatoiy  Commission  (the 
Commission)  has  issued  Amendments 
No.  17  and  14  to  Facility  Operating 
Licenses  No.  DPR-39  and  DPR-48  issued 
to  Cixnmonwealth  Edison  Company 
which  revised  Technical  Specifications 
for  operation  of  the  Zion  Station.  Units 
1  and  2,  located  in  Zion,  Illinois.  The 
amendments  are  effective  as  of  the  date 
of  issuance. 

The  amendments  modify  the  oper¬ 
ability  requirements  of  the  Technical 
Specifications  for  Steam  Generator 
Safety  Valves  and  Atmospheric  Relief 
Valves.  Also  included  are  several  minor 
editorial  and  typographic  corrections  to 
the  Technical  Specifications. 

The  application  for  the  amendments 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Cmn- 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings 


POWER  AUTHORITY  OF  THE  STATE  OF 
NEW  YORK  AND  NIAGARA  MOHAWK 
POWER  CORP. 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  (the 
Commission)  has  issued  Amendment  No. 

9  to  Facility  Operating  License  No. 
DPR-59  issued  to  Power  Authority  of 
the  State  of  New  York  and  Niagara 
Mohawk  Power  Corporation  for  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  James  A.*FitzPatrick  Nuclear 
Power  Plant,  located  in  Oswego  County, 
New  York.  TThe  amendment  is  effective  as 
of  its  date  of  issuance. 

The  amendment  authorizes  installa¬ 
tion  of  plugs  in  the  bypass  fiow  holes  of 
the  lower  core  sui^rt  plate. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
cmnplies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Enei^  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  iqH>ropriate  findhigs 
as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Cmnmls- 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations  in  It  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice 


The  Internatlcmal  Atomic  Energy 
Agency  (IAEA)  is  developing  a  limited 
number  of  internationally  acceptable 
codes  of  practice  and  safety  guides  for 
nuclear  power  plants.  These  codes  and 
guides  will  be  developed  in  the  following 
five  areas:  Government  Organization, 
Siting,  Design,  Operations,  and  Quality 
Assurance.  The  purpose  of  these  codes 
and  guides  is  to  r^rovide  IAEA  guidance  to 
countries  begli^ng  nuclear  power  pro¬ 
grams.  As  a  part  of  this  program,  a 
Safety  Guide  <m  3tafi5ng,  Selection, 
Trailing  and  Examimition  of  Operat¬ 
ing  Personnel  is  being  developed.  A  draft 
of  this  Safety  Guide  was  approved  by 
the  IAEA  Technical  Review  Cmnmittee 
on  Operation  which  met  in  November 

1975.  As  the  next  step  in  its  develop¬ 
ment.  the  draft  Safety  Guide  is  sche¬ 
duled  to  be  reviewed  by  the  IAEA  Sen¬ 
ior  Advisory  Group  at  a  meeting  in  May 

1976.  The  draft  Safety  Guide  as  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Technical  Review  Com¬ 
mittee  is  now  available  for  public  com¬ 
ment  and  the  NRC  staff  is  soliciting 
UJ3.  public  comment  on  the  draft. 

In  order  to  have  them  in  time  for  the 
May  1976  meeting  at  the  Senior  Advl- 
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sory  Group,  comments  cm  this  draft 
Safety  Guide  are  requested  by  March 
31,  1976.  Single  copies  of  this  draft  may 
be  obtained  by  a  wrltt^  request  to  the 
Director,  Office  of  Standards  Develop¬ 
ment,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555. 

(6  ns.c.  532(a)) 

Dated  at  Rockville,  Maryland  this 
23rd  day  of  January  1976. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Robert  B.  Minogue, 
Director,  Office 
of  Standards  Development. 

(FB  Doc.76-8512  Piled  2-5-76:8:45  am] 


ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  REACTOR 
SAFEGUARDS  SUBCOMMITTEE  ON  IN¬ 
SPECTION  AND  ENFORCEMENT  AC¬ 
TIVITIES 

Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  purposes  of 
Sections  29  and  182b.  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  (42  U.S.C.  2039,  2232  b.) ,  the 
ACJRS  Subcommittee  on  Inspection  and 
Enforcement  Activities  will  hold  a  meet¬ 
ing  on  February  20,  1976,  in  the  Sir 
Galahad  North  Room,  Roy^  Coiurt  Inn, 
1750  S.  Elmhurst  Rd.,  Des  Plaines,  IL. 
60018.  The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is 
to  continue  discussion  of  third-party 
Inspection  and  the  roles  of  inspection 
and  examination  organizations  in  rela¬ 
tion  to  nuclear  safety. 

A  portion  of  this  meeting  will  be  to 
discuss.  In  general,  Inspection  activities 
performed  at  Commonwealth  Edison 
Company  nuclear  facilities  and  inspec¬ 
tion  duties  of  the  Nuclear  Regulatory 
CTommlsslon.  Region  UE,  Office  of  In¬ 
spection  and  Enforcement  at  nuclear 
utilities.  Other  utilities  and  Inspection 
organizations  also  win  be  asked  to  par¬ 
ticipate.  . 

Ihe  agenda  for  subject  meeting  shaH 
be  8is  foUows: 

Friday,  February  20,  1976,  8:30  a.m. 
The  Subcommittee  wlU  meet  in  closed 
Executive  Session,  with  any  of  its  con¬ 
sultants  who  may  be  present,  to  explore 
their  preliminary  <^lnlons,  based  upon 
their  Independent  knowledge  of  Inspec¬ 
tion  and  examination  practices  and  or¬ 
ganizations,  regarding  the  matters 
which  should  be  covered  during  the  fol¬ 
lowing  open  meeting  in  order  to  formu¬ 
late  a  Subcommittee  report  and  recom¬ 
mendations  to  the  full  Committee. 

9:00  a.m.  until  the  conclusion  of  busi¬ 
ness.  The  Subcommittee  will  meet  In  open 
session  to  hold  discussions  with  Invited 
Inspection-oriented  participants  and 
members  of  the  NRC  Staff  on  topics 
pertinent  to  examinatlcm  and  Inspectlcm 
of  safety  related  systems  of  nuclear 
power  plants. 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  open  session, 
the  Subcommittee  may  meet  again  In 
closed  session  to  determine  whether  the 
matters  idmtlfled  In  the  initial  dosed 
session  have  bem  adequatdy  covered 
and  whether  the  project  Is  ready  for  re¬ 
view  by  the  full  Ocxnmlttee.  During  the 
session  Subcommittee  members  and  crai- 


sultants  win  discuss  their  final  opinions 
and  recomm^dations  on  these  matters. 

I  have  determined,  in  accordance  with 
Subsection  10(d)  of  Public  Law  92-463, 
that  it  is  necessary  to  conduct  th6  above 
closed  sessions  to  protect  the  free  Inter¬ 
change  of  Internal  views  in  the  final 
stages  of  the  Subcommittee's  deliberative 
process  (5  U.S.C.  552(b)  (5) ) .  Separation 
of  factual  material  from  individuals’  ad¬ 
vice,  opinions,  and  recommendations 
while  closed  Executive  Sessions  are  in 
progress  is  considered  impractical. 

Practical  considerations  may  dictate 
alterations  in  the  above  agenda  or  sched¬ 
ule.  The  Chairman  of  the  Subcommittee 
is  empowered  to  conduct  the  meeting  in 
a  manner  that,  in  his  judgment,  will 
facilitate  the  orderly  conduct  of  business, 
including  provisions  to  carry  over  an  in- 
completed  open  session  from  one  day  to 
the  next. 

With  respect  to  public  participation  in 
the  open  portion  of  the  meeting,  the 
following  requirements  shall  apply; 

(a)  Persons  wishing  to  submit  written 
statements  regarding  the  agenda  items 
may  do  so  by  providing  15  readily  re¬ 
producible  copies  to  the  Subcommittee 
at  the  beginning  of  the  meeting.  Com¬ 
ments  should  be  limited  to  safety  re¬ 
lated  areas  within  the  C(Hnmlttee’s 
purview. 

Persons  desiring  to  mall  written  com¬ 
ments  may  do  so  by  sending  a  readily  re¬ 
producible  copy  thereof  in  time  for 
consideration  at  this  meeting.  Comments 
postmarked  no  later  than  February  13, 
1976  to  Mr.  G.  R.  Quittschreiber,  ACRS, 

,  NRC,  Wash.,  D.C.  20555  will  normally  be 
received  in  time  to  be  considered  at  this 
meeting. 

Background  information  concerning 
items  to  be  considered  at  this  meeting 
can  be  fo\md  in  docmnents  on  file  and 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
NRC  Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  St., 
N.W.,  Wash.,  D.C.  20555. 

(b)  Those  persons  wishing  to  make  an 
or£d  statement  at  the  meeting  should 
make  a  written  request  to  do  so,  identi¬ 
fying  the  topics  and  desired  presentation 
time  so  that  appropriate  arrangements 
can  be  made.  The  Conunittee  will  re¬ 
ceive  oral  statements  on  topics  relevant 
to  the  Committee’s  purview  at  an  appro¬ 
priate  time  chosen  by  the  Chairman  of 
the  Subcommittee. 

(c)  Further  informaticm  regarding 
topics  to  be  discussed,  whether  the  meet¬ 
ing  has  been  cancelled  or  rescheduled, 
the  Chairman’s  ruling  on  requests  for 
the  opportunity  to  present  oral  state¬ 
ments  and  the  time  allotted  therefor  can 
be  obtained  by  a  prepaid  tdephone  call 
on  February  19, 1976  to  the  Office  of  the 
Executive  Director  of  the  Committee 
(t^ephone  202/634-1374,  Attn:  Mr.  G.  R. 
Quittschreiber)  between  8:15  am.  and 
5:00  pm.,  E8T. 

(d)  Questions  may  be  propounded 
only  by  members  of  the  Subcommittee 
and  its  consultants. 

(e)  The  use  of  still,  motkm  picture, 
and  television  cameras,  the  physical  In¬ 
stallation  and  presence  of  which  win  not 
Interfere  with  the  ccmduct  of  the  meet¬ 


ing,  will  be  permitted  both  before  and 
after  the  meeting  and  during  any  re¬ 
cess.  The  use  of  such  equipment  will  not, 
however,  be  allowed  while  the  meeting 
is  in  session. 

(f)  A  copy  of  the  transcript  of  the 
open  portion  of  the  meeting  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  on  or  after  Febru¬ 
ary  27, 1976  at  the  NRC  Public  Dociunent 
Room.  1717  H  St.,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555.  Copies  of  the  minutes  of  the 
meeting  wiU  be  made  avaUable  for  in¬ 
spection  at  the  NRC  Public  Document 
Room,  1717  H  St.,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555  after  May  20, 1976.  Copies  may 
be  obtained  upon  payment  of  appropri¬ 
ate  charges. 

Dated:  January  23,  1976. 

John  C.  Hoyue, 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

[PR  Doc.76-3615  Piled  3-5-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  60-317] 

BALTIMORE  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Proposed  Issuance  of  Amendment  to 
Facility  Operating  License 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
(the  C(Hnmlssion)  is  considering  issu¬ 
ance  of  an  amendment  to  Facility  Oper- 
atii^  License  No.  DPR-53  Issued  to  the 
Baltimore  Gas  and  Electric  Company 
the  licensee)  for  operation  of  the  Cal¬ 
vert  CTUffs  Nuclear  Power  Plant  Unit  1 
located  in  Calvert  County,  Maryland. 

The  amendment  would  revise  the  pro¬ 
visions  in  the  Technicid  Specifications 
relating  to  thermal  mar^n  limiting 
safety  system  setting  and  safety  limit 
curves,  and  the  limiting  conditions  for 
operation  for  boron  dilution  flow  paths 
to  the  reactor  coolant  S3^t«n,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  licensee’s  application  for 
amendment  dated  December  8,  1975, 
with  respect  to  those  subjects  addressed 
in  this  paragraph.  The  subjects  identi¬ 
fied  as  item  2  (correction  of  penetration 
numbering)  and  item  3  (relocation  of 
condenser  discharge  tonperature  sen¬ 
sors)  in  the  December  8  application  are 
not  a  part  of  this  notice. 

Prior  to  issuance  of  the  proposed  li¬ 
cense  amendment,  the  Commissicm  will 
have  made  the  findings  required  by  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended 
(the  Act),  and  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulations. 

By  Much  8, 1976,  the  licensee  may  file 
a  request  for  a  hearing  and  any  person 
whose  interest  may  be  affected  by  this 
proceeding  may  file  a  request  for  a  hear¬ 
ing  In  the  form  of  a  petition  for  leave  to 
Intervene  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of 
the  amendment  to  the  subject  facility 
operating  Ucmse.  Petitions  for  leave  to 
totervene  must  be  filed  under  oath  or 
affirmation  In  accordance  with  the  pro- 
vlsicms  of  Section  2.7i4  of  10  CFR  Part  2 
oi  tile  Commlsslmi’s  regulations.  A  peti¬ 
tion  for  leave  to  Intervene  must  set  forth 
the  Interest  of  the  petitioner  In  the  pro¬ 
ceeding,  how  that  Interest  may  be 
affected  by  the  results  of  the  proceeding. 
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and  the  petitioner’s  contentions  with  re¬ 
spect  to  &e  proposed  licensing  action. 
Su(di  petitions  must  be  filed  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  this  Federal 
Register  notice  and  Section  2.714,  and 
must  be  filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
C(»nmlssl(m.  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555, 
Attention:  Docketing  and  Service  Sec¬ 
tion,  by  the  above  date.  A  copy  of  the 
petition  and/or  request  for  a  hearing 
should  be  sent  to  the  Executive  Legal 
Director,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555,  and  to 
James  A.  Biddison,  Jr.,  General  Counsel, 
Gas  and  Electric  Building,  Charles  Cen¬ 
ter,  Baltimore,  Maryland  21203,  the 
attorney  for  the  licensee. 

A  petition  for  leave  to  Intervene  must 
be  accompanied  by  a  sui^rting  affidavit 
which  Identifies  the  specific  aspect  or 
aspects  of  the  proceeding  as  to  which 
intervention  is  desired  and  specifies  with 
particularity  the  facts  on  which  the  peti¬ 
tioner  relies  as  to  both  his  interest  and 
his  contentions  with  regard  to  each 
aspect  on  which  intervention  is  re¬ 
quested.  Petitions  stating  contentions  re¬ 
lating  only  to  matters  outside  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Jurisdiction  will  be  denied. 

All  petiticms  will  be  acted  upon  by  the 
Commission  or  licensing  board,  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  Commission  or  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Board  Panel.  Timely  petitions 
will  be  considered  to  determine  whether 
a  hearing  shovild  be  noticed  or  another 
appropriate  order  issued  regarding  the 
disposition  of  the  petitions. 

In  the  event  that  a  hearing  is  held 
and  a  person  is  permitted  to  intervene, 
he  becmnes  a  party  to  the  proceeding 
and  has  a  right  to  participate  fully  in 
the  conduct  of  the  hearing.  For  example, 
he  may  present  evidence  and  examine 
and  cross-examine  witnesses. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  the  application  for  amrad- 
ment  dated  December  8,  1975,  which  is 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Docum^t  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
and  at  the  Calvert  County  Library, 
Prince  Frederick,  Maryland  20678.  The 
license  amendment  and  the  Safety 
Evaluation,  when  Issued,  may  be  in¬ 
spected  at  the  above  locations  and  a  copy 
may  be  obtained  upon  request  addressed 
to  the  n.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention: 
Director,  Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  28th 
day  of  January,  1976. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Denmis  L.  Ziehanv, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  2,  Division  of 
Operating  Reactors. 

(FR  Doe.76-S516  Tiled  2-6-78:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  50-247] 

CONSOLIDATED  EDISON  COMPANY  OF 
NEW  YORK.  INC.  (INDIAN  POINT  STA¬ 
TION,  UNIT  NO.  2) 

Extension  of  Interim  Operation  Period 

Pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended,  the  National  Environ¬ 
mental  Policy  Act  of  1969  (NEPA),  the 
Rules  and  Regulations  of  the  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  particularly  10 
CFR  Part  50,  Licensing  of  Production  and 
Utilization  Facilities,  and  Part  2,  Rules 
of  Practice,  Notice  is  hereby  given  that 
a  hearing  will  be  held  concerning  the 
Indian  Point  No.  2  nuclear  power  facility 
licensed  to  be  operated  by  Consolidated 
Edison  Company  of  New  York,  Inc. 
(Licensee) .  The  hearing  will  convene  to 
consider  a  proposed  amendment  to  the 
operating  license  by  the  Licensee  that 
the  Commission  approve  the  request  for 
a  two  year  extension  of  the  period  of 
interim  operation  of  the  facility  using 
the  installed  once-through  cooling  sys¬ 
tem  at  the  Indian  Point  Unit  No.  2 
facility. 

The  hearing  respecting  this  proposed 
amendment  will  be  held  at  a  time  and 
place  to  be  designated  by  a  later  Order 
by  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Board  (Board)  named  herein.  The  Board 
designated  by  the  Acting  CThairman  of 
the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Board 
Panel  will  consist  of  R.  Beecher  Briggs, 
Dr.  Franklin  C.  Daiber,  and  Samuel  W. 
Jensch,  Esq.,  Chairman. 

On  October  3,  1975,  a  Notice  of  Avail¬ 
ability  of  License’s  Environmental  Re¬ 
port:  Notice  of  Proposed  Issurance  of 
Amendment  to  Facility  Operating  Li¬ 
cense  and  Notice  of  Opportunity  for 
Hearing  in  the  above-captioned  proceed¬ 
ing  was  published  by  the  Nuclear  Regu¬ 
latory  Commission  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  (40  FR  45,874).  That  Notice  pro¬ 
vided,  inter  alia,  that  any  person  whose 
interest  may  be  affected  by  the  proceed¬ 
ing  could  file,  in  accordance  with  the 
Rules  of  Practice  petitions  to  intervene 
by  November  3,  1975.  The  Notice  also 
provided  a  smnmary  of  10  CFR  2.714 
which  is  the  Ccxnmission’s  Rule  prescrib¬ 
ing  the  form  and  content  of  petitions  for 
leave  to  intervene.  The  Hudson  River 
Fishermen’s  Association  (HRPA)  by  its 
President  filed  a  timely  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene,  in  accordance  with  10  CFR  2.714, 
and  the  petition  was  granted.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  the  New  York  State  Atomic  Energy 
Coxmcil  filed  a  petition  to  participate  in 
accordance  with  10  CFR  2.715(c)  ,  and 
this  petition  was  granted. 

A  prehearing  conference  or  confer- 
mces  will  be  hdd  by  the  Board,  at  a  date 
and  place  to  be  set  by  It,  to  consider 
pertlnrat  matters  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice.  The 
date  and  place  of  the  hearing  win  be  set 
by  the  Board  at  or  after  the  pr^earlng 
conference.  Notioes  as  to  the  dates  and 
places  of  the  prehearing  conference  and 


the  hearing  wifi  be  published  in  the 
Federai.  Register.  The  specific  Issues  to 
be  considered  at  the  hearing  wlU  be  de¬ 
termined  by  the  Boco-d. 

For  further  details  pertinent  to  the 
matters  \mder  consideration,  see  the  li¬ 
censee’s  application  for  Amendment  to 
Facility  Operating  License  No.  DE*R-26. 

After  the  above  Identified  proposed 
amendment  has  been  analyzed  by  the 
Commission’s  Director  of  Nuclear  Re¬ 
actor  Regulation  or  his  designee,  a  draft 
environmental  statement  on  closed-cyclc 
cooling  systems  will  be  prepared.  Upon 
preparation  of  the  draft  environmental 
statement,  the  Commission  will,  among 
other  things,  cause  to  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  a  summary  notice 
of  availability  of  the  draft  environmental 
statement,  with  a  request  for  comments 
from  interested  persons  on  the  draft  en¬ 
vironmental  statement.  The  summary 
notice  will  also  contain  a  statement  to 
the  effect  that  comments  from  Federal 
agencies  and  State  and  locsJ  officials  will 
be  made  available  when  received.  Upon 
consideration  of  comments  sutailtted 
with  respect  to  the  draft  environmoital 
statement,  the  staff  will  prepare  a  final 
environmental  statement,  the  availabil¬ 
ity  of  which  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

The  Commission  will  consider  the  is¬ 
suance  of  an  amendment  to  the  facility 
operating  license  to  the  Consolidated 
Edison  Company  for  operation  of  Indian 
Point  Unit  No.  2  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  license,  as  amended, 
and  the  technical  specifications  ap¬ 
pended  thereto,  upon:  (1)  completion  of 
a  favorable  safety  evaluation  on  the  re¬ 
quest  by  the  Office  of  Nuclear  Reactor 
Regulation;  (2)  completion  of  the  oi- 
vironmental  review  required  by  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  regulations  in  10  C7FR  Part  51 ; 
(3)  a  finding  by  the  Commission  that  the 
request  for  license  amendment  complies 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended  (the 
Act),  and  the  Cominission’s  regulations 
in  10  CFR  Chapter  I  and  that  the  li¬ 
cense  amendment  will  not  be  inimical  to 
the  common  defense  and  security  or  to 
the  health  and  safety  of  the  public. 

For  additional  details,  see  the  licens¬ 
ee’s  report  and  request  for  amendment 
to  the  facility  operating  license  dated 
Jime  4,  1975  which  are  available  for 
public  inspection  in  the  Commission’s 
Public  Documoit  Room  at  1717  H  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20555  and  in  the 
Hendrick  Hudson  Free  Library,  31  Al¬ 
bany  Post  Road.  Montrose,  New  York. 
’This  report  is  also  available  at  the  New 
York  State  Office  of  Planning  Services, 
488  Broadway,  Albany,  New  York  12207, 
and  the  Tri-State  Regional  Planning 
Ccxnmlsslon,  100  Church  Street,  New 
York,  New  York  10006.  As  they  become 
available,  the  following  docxunents  may 
be  Inspected  at  the  above  locations:  (1) 
the  safety  evaluation  report;  (2)  the 
draft  environmental  statement:  (3)  the 
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final  environmental  statement;  (4)  the 
proposed  facility  operating  license 
amendment. 

Copies  of  the  draft  environmental 
statement  and  the  facility  operating  li¬ 
cense  amendment,  when  available,  may 
be  obtained  by  request  to  the  Director, 
Division  of  Reactor  Licensing,  U.S.  Nu¬ 
clear  Regulatory  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20555.  Copies  of  the  Office  of 
Nuclear  Reactor  Regulations’  safety 
evaluation  and  final  environmental 
statement,  when  available,  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  from  the  National  Technical  In¬ 
formation  Service,  Springfield,  Virginia 
22161. 

Any  person  who  wishes  to  malce  an 
oral  or  written  statement  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  but  who  has  not  filed  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  may  request  per¬ 
mission  to  make  a  limits  appearance 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  10  CFR 
Section  2.715  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice.  Limited  appearances  will  be 
permitted  at  the  time  of  the  hearing  in 
the  discretion  of  the  Board,  within  such 
limits  and  on  such  conditions  as  may  be 
determined  by  it.  Persons  desiring  to 
make  a  limited  appearance  are  requested 
to  inform  the  S^retary  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  United  States  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555, 
not  later  than  March  8,  1976.  A  person 
permitted  to  make  a  limited  appearance 
does  not  become  a  party,  but  may  state 
his  position  and  raise  questions  which 
he  would  like  to  have  answered  to  the 
extent  that  the  questions  are  within  the 
scope  of  the  hearing  as  specified  above. 
A  member  of  the  public  does  not  have 
the  right  to  participate  imless  he  has 
been  granted  the  right  to  intervene  as  a 
party  or  the  right  of  limited  appearance. 

An  answer  to  this  notice,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  10  CFR  Section  2,705 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice, 
must  be  filed  by  the  parties  to  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  (other  than  the  Regulatory 
Staff)  not  later  than  February  26,  1976. 
’The  parties  are  encouraged  to  confer 
and  to  stipulate  if  possible  respecting 
the  contentions  and  interests  asserted. 
Papers  required  to  be  filed  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  may  be  filed  by  mail  or  telegram 
addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  United  States  Nuclear  Regula¬ 
tory  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20555,  Attention:  Docketing  and  Service 
Section,  or  may  be  filed  by  delivery  to 
the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room,  1717  H  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  Pending  further  order  of  the  Board, 
parties  are  required  to  file,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  10  CTR  S^tion  2.708, 
an  original  and  twenty  (20)  conformed 
copies  of  each  such  paper  with  the 
Commission. 

Wherefore,  it  is  ordered,  in  accordance 
with  the  Atomic  Energy  Act,  as  amended, 
and  the  Rules  of  Practice  of  the  Nuclear 
Regulatory  C(»nmission,  that  this  No¬ 
tice  of  Hearing  be  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  also  be  given  general  pub¬ 
lic  distribution  and  that  further  Orders 
will  be  issued  for  prehearing  conference 
or  conferences  and  evidentiary  hearing 
and  likewise  published  in  the  Federal 
Register. 


Issued:  January  30,  1976,  Bethesda, 
Maryland. 

Atomic  Safety  and  Licens¬ 
ing  Board, 

Samuel  W.  Jensch, 

Chairman. 

[FR  r)oc.76-3513  Piled  2-5-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  STN  50-560] 

FLUOR  PIONEER,  INC. 

Receipt  of  Standard  Safety  Analysis  Report 

Fluor  Pioneer,  Inc.,  in  response  to  Op¬ 
tion  No.  1  of  the  policy  statement  of  the 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  (Com¬ 
mission)  entitled  “Methods  of  Achiev¬ 
ing  Standardization  of  Nuclear  Power 
Plants,”  i^ued  March  5,  1973,  has  filed 
with  the  Commission  an  eight-volume 
document  entitled  “Balance  of  Plant 
Standard  Safety  Analysis  Report” 
(BOPSSAR) ,  which  was  docketed  Janu¬ 
ary  27,  1976.  The  tendered  application 
for  BOPSSAR  was  received  on  Novem¬ 
ber  17, 1975.  The  staff  completed  its  pre¬ 
liminary  review  for  completeness  of  the 
application  on  December  15,  1975,  and 
informed  Fluor  Pioneer,  Inc.  that  addi¬ 
tional  information  would  be  required  to 
be  incorporated  into  the  application  prior 
to  docketing.  Docket  No.  STN  50-560 
has  •  been  assigned  to  BOPSSAR  and 
should  be  referenced  in  any  correspond¬ 
ence  relating  thereto. 

BOPSSAR  has  been  submitted  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  “reference  system” 
option  wherein  an  entire  facility  design 
or  major  portions  of  it  can  be  identified 
as  a  stondard  design  to  be  used  in  multi¬ 
ple.  applications.  BOPSSAR  describes 
and  analyzes  the  balance-of-plant 
(BOP)  of  a  pressurized  water  reactor 
standard  nuclear  power  plant  utilizing 
the  Westinghouse  Electric  Corporation’s 
RESAR-41  nuclear  steam  supply  system 
standard  design.  The  standard  plant  is 
designed  for  an  initial  core  power  level 
of  3800  megawatts  thefrnal. 

When  its  review  of  BOPSSAR  is  com¬ 
plete,  the  Commission’s  staff  will  prepare 
and  publish  a  Safety  Evaluation  Report 
documenting  the  results  of  the  review.  In 
addition,  BOPSSAR  will  be  referred  to 
the  Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor 
Safeguards  (ACRS)  for  its  review  and  a 
report  thereon.  Copies  of  the  Safety 
Evaluation  Report  and  the  ACRS  r«)ort 
will  be  made  available  to  the  public.  A 
notice  relating  to  the  availability  of 
these  documents  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

In  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
policy  statement  on  standardization,  the 
BOPSSAR  design,  upon  approval  by  the 
Commission’s  staff,  can  be  referenced  as 
a  standardized  design  in  applications  for 
specific  facilities.  However,  such  appli¬ 
cations  for  specific  facilities  must  include 
the  information  required  by  Section 
50.34  of  10  CFR  Part  50,  whidi  should 
be  supplemented  by  the  guidance  de¬ 
scribed  in  the  CTommlssion’s  “Standard 
Foimat  and  Content  of  Safety  Analysis 
Reports  for  Nuclear  Power  Plants.” 


A  copy  of  BOPSSAR  is  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20555.  When 
available,  the  ACRS  report  will  also  be 
made  available  for  inspection  by  the  pub¬ 
lic  at  the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room.  Copies  of  the  Safety  Evaluation 
Report,  when  available,  may  be  pur¬ 
chased  at  current  rates  from  Uie  Na¬ 
tional  Technical  Information  Service, 
Springfield,  Virginia  22161. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  30th 
day  of  January,  1976. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com- 
mi.ssion. 

D.  B.  Vassallo, 

Chief,  Light  Water  Reactors 
Project  Branch  No.  5,  Division 
of  Project  Management. 

[FR  Doc.76-3614  Filed  2-5-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  50-263] 

NORTHERN  STATES  POWER  CO. 

Proposed  Issuance  of  Amendment  To 
Provisional  Operating  License 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
(the  Commission)  is  considering  the  is¬ 
suance  of  an  amendment  to  Provisional 
Operating  License  No.  DPR-22  issued  to 
the  Northern  States  Power  Company 
(the  licensee)  for  operation  of  the  Monti- 
cello  Nuclear  Generating  Plant  (the  fa¬ 
cility)  ,  a  boiling  water  reactor  located  in 
Wright  County,  Minnesota,  and  cur¬ 
rently  authorized  for  operation  at  power 
levels  up  to  1670  MWt. 

The  amendment  would  revise  the  pro¬ 
visions  in  the  Technical  Specifications 
for  the  facility  to  change  the  850  psig 
main  steam  line  pressure  isolation  set¬ 
ting  to  825  psig,  and  to  revise  the  mini¬ 
mum  critical  power  ratio  limits  for  both 
7x7  and  8x8  fuel  assemblies  in  regard 
to  operating  limits  in  accordance  with 
the  licensee’s  application  for  amend¬ 
ment  dated  December  1, 1975. 

Prior  to  issuance  of  the  proposed  U- 
cense  amendment,  the  Commission  will 
have  made  the  findings  required  by  the 
Atmnic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended 
(the  Act)  and  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulations. 

By  March  8,  1976,  the  licensee  may  file 
a  request  for  a  hearing  and  any  person 
whose  interest  may  be  affected  by  this 
proceeding  may  file  a  request  for  a  hear¬ 
ing  in  the  form  of  a  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of 
the  amendment  to  the  subject  facility 
operating  license.  Petitions  for  leave  to 
intervene  must  be  filed  under  oath  or 
affirmation  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  Section  2.714  of  10  CFR  Part  2 
of  the  Commission’s  regulations.  A  pe¬ 
tition  for  leave  to  intervene  must  set 
forth  the  interest  of  the  petitioner  in  the 
proceeding,  how  that  interest  may  be 
affected  by  the  results  of  the  proceeding, 
and  the  petitioner’s  contentions  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  proposed  licensing  action. 
Such  petitions  must  be  filed  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  this  Federal 
Register  notice  ancL  Section  2.714,  and 
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must  be  filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission.  U£.  Noclear  R^^ulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  DX!.  M66i, 
Attention:  Docketing  and  Serrlce  Sec¬ 
tion.  by  the  above  date.  A  copy  of  the 
petition  and/or  request  for  a  hearing 
should  be  sent  to  the  Executive  Legal  Di¬ 
rector.  U.S.  Nuclear  BegxUatory  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington.  D<C.  20555,  and  to 
Gerald  Chamoff,  Esquire  of  ffliaw,  Pitt¬ 
man,  Potts  and  Trowbridge,  910  17th 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.O.  20006,  the 
attorney  for  the  licensee. 

A  petition  for  leave  to  intervene  must 
be  accompanied  by  a  supporting  afDdavit 
which  identifies  the  specific  aspect  or 
sispects  of  the  proceeding  as  to  which 
Intervention  is  desired  and  specifies  with 
particularity  the  facts  on  which  the  pe¬ 
titioner  relies  as  to  both  his  Interest  and 
his  contentions  with  regard  to  each 
aspect  on  which  Intervention  is  requsted. 
Petitions  stating  contentions  relating 
only  to  matters  outside  the  Commission’s 
jurisdiction  wOl  be  denied. 

All  petitions  will  be  acted  upon  by  the 
Commission  or  licensing  board,  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  Commission  or  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Atmnlc  Safety  and 
Licensing  Board  PaneL  Timely  petitions 
will  be  considered  to  determine  whether 
a  hearing  should  be  noticed  or  another 
appropriate  order  issued  regarding  the 
disposition  of  the  petitions. 

In  the  event  that  a  hearing  is  held  and 
a  person  is  permitted  to  Intervene,  he  be¬ 
comes  a  parl7  to  the  proceeding  and  has 
a  right  to  pcurtlcipate  fully  in  the  conduct 
of  the  hearing.  For  example,  he  may  pre¬ 
sent  evldmice  and  examine  and  cross- 
examine  witnesses. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  the  application  for  amend¬ 
ment  dated  December  1,  1975,  which  is 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  I\iblic  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street  NW.,  Wa^lngton,  D.C., 
and  at  The  Environmental  Conservation 
Library,  Minneapolis  Public  Library,  300 
mcollet ,  Man,  Minneapolis,  Minnesota 
55401.  Ihe  license  amendment  and  the 
Safety  Evaluation,  when  Issued,  may  be 
Inspected  at  tiie  above  locations  and  a 
single  copy  may  be  obtained  upon  re¬ 
quest  addressed  to  the  17.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission.  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director,  Division 
of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  29th 
day  of  January,' 1976. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

DeNMIS  L.  ZiEllAim, 
Chief,  Operating  Reaeton 
Branch  No.  2,  Division  of 
Operating  Reactors. 

[FB  Doe.T6-S617  Filed  a-6-76:8:4«  am] 


ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  THE  MEDICAL 
USES  OF  ISOTOPES 

Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  At<Hnic  Energy 
Act  of  1964.  as  amended.  prlnuuHy  eec- 
tlon  161a.  and  with  Pub.  Law  92-463 


NOTICES 

(Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act)  and 
wttti  Executive  Order  11688,  the  Advisory 
Committee  on  the  Medical  Uses  of  Iso¬ 
topes  win  h(^  a  meeting  at  9:00  ajn. 
on  March  5,  1976,  in  Room  P-118.  Phil¬ 
lips  Building.  7920  Norfolk  Avenue, 
Bethesda,  Maryland.  This  is  a  reschedule 
of  the  postponed  December  12,  1975, 
Meeting  of  the  Advisory  Cmnmlttee  on 
the  Medical  Iltees  of  Isotcg>e8  published 
November  12, 1975  (40  FR  52769) . 

The  following  agenda  is  scheduled: 

l.  Opening  Comments. 

n.  Regulation  of  Nuclecu*  Medicine: 

A.  Status  of  NRC-FDA  Interrelation¬ 
ships.  _ 

B.  Amendment  to  10  CFR  Part  35 — 

Implementaticm.  _ 

C.  Amendment  to  10  CPR  Part  32 — 
Implementation. 

D.  Licensing  of  Nuclear  Iharmacies. 

m.  Status  of  Proposed  Amendments 
to  10  CFR  Part  35: 

A.  Reports  of  Misadminlstratlon  of 
Radiopharmaceuticals. 

B.  Technician  Training. 

IV.  Physician  Training: 

A.  (3vtrrent  Criteria  for  Physician 
Training. 

B.  Alternatives  to  NRC  Regulating 
Physician  Training. 

V.  New  Medlcid  Licensing  Guide. 

VI.  Future  Role  of  the  Advisory 
Committee. 

Practical  consideration  may  dictate 
alterations  in  the  above  agenda  or 
schedule. 

The  Chairman  is  empowered  to  con¬ 
duct  the  meeting  in  a  manner  that  in 
his  judgment  will  facilitate  the  orderly 
conduct  of  business. 

With  respect  to  public  participation 
in  agenda  items  listed  above,  the  follow¬ 
ing  requirements  shall  apply: 

(a)  Persons  wishing  to  submit  written 
statements  on  those  agenda  items  may 
do  so  by  mailing  25  copies  thereof,  post¬ 
marked,  if  possible,  no  later  than 
March  3, 1976,  to  Mr.  R.  El  Cunningham, 
Acting  Director,  Division  of  Fud  Cycle 
and  Material  Safety,  UB.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555.  Comments  submitted  for  the 
postponed  December  12,  1975  meeting 
need  not  be  resubmitted.  Minutes  of  the 
meeting  will  be  kept  open  for  30  days  for 
the  receipt  of  written  statements  for  the 
record. 

(b)  Those  persons  submitting  a  written 
statement  in  accordance  with  paragnq>h 
(a)  above  may  request  an  opportunity  to 
make  oral  statements  concerning  the 
written  statement,  and  shall  set  forte 
reasons  jmtifylng  the  need  for  such  oral 
statement  and  its  usefiilness  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee.  To  the  extent  that  tee 
available  for  tee  meeting  permits,  tee 
Conunittee  will  receive  oral  statements 
during  a  period  of  not  more  than  60 
minutes  at  an  appnvrlsite  time,  chosen 
by  the  Chairman. 

(e)  Requests  for  the  opportimlty  to 
make  wal  statements  tdiafi  be  ruled  on 
by  tee  Chairman  of  the  Ckanmittee.  who 
Is  onpowered  to  MHXntion  tee  time  avail- 
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able  among  those  selected  by  hi™  to  make 
oral  statements. 

(d)  Inframation  as  to  the  Chairman’s 
ruling  on  requests  toe  the  <vportuntty  to 
present  oral  statements,  and  the  time* 
allotted,  can  be  obtained  by  a  inepakl 
telephone  call  on  March  3,  1976,  to  Mr. 
R.  C.  (hinnlngham  (301)  492-7553  be¬ 
tween  9  am.  and  5  pm.  Eastern  time. 

(e)  Questions  may  be  asked  only  by 
members  of  the  Committee  and  NRC 
consultants. 

(f)  Seating  for  the  public  wlU  be 

available  on  a  first-come-first-served 
basis.  , 

(g)  Copies  of  minutes  of  public  ses¬ 
sions  will  be  made  available  for  cc^ying, 
in  accordance  with  tee  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act,  on  or  after  April  5, 1976, 
at  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Conunlssion’s 
Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  upon  payment  of 
all  charges  required  by  law. 

Dated;  January  29, 1976. 

John  C.  Hoyu, 
Adt^isory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.7S-Sfil8  FUed  3-6-78:8:46  am] 

NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 

ADVISORY  PANEL  FOR  UNGUISTICS 
Establishment 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory 
Commitee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463),  I  have 
hereby  determined  that  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  the  Advisory  Panel  for  Lin¬ 
guistics  is  necessary,  appropriate,  and  in 
the  public  Interest  in  connection  with  the 
performance  of  duties  Imposed  upon  the 
National  Science  Fotmdation  (NSF)  by 
the  National  Science  Foundation  Act  of 
1950,  as  amended,  and  other  applicable 
laws.  This  determination  follows  consul¬ 
tation  with  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  (OMB) ,  pursuant  to  Section 
9(a)  (2)  of  the  Federal  Advisory  (Com¬ 
mittee  Act  and  OMB  Circular  No.  A-63, 
Revised. 

1.  Name  of  PanA.  Advisory  Panel  for 
Linguistics. 

2.  Purpose.  To  provide  advice  and  rec¬ 
ommendations  in  the  support  of  research 
in  linguistics  and  to  equate  tee  Lin¬ 
guistics  Program. 

3.  Establishment  and  duration.  The 
establishment  of  tee  panel  is  effective 
upon  filing  of  the  charter  with  tee  Di¬ 
rector,  NSF,  and  with  the  standing  com¬ 
mittees  of  Congress  having  legislative 
jurisdiction  of  tee  National  Scleix;e 
Foundation.  The  panel’s  duration  shall 
be  two  years  from  the  effective  date. 

4.  Membership.  The  membership  of 
tee  panel  will  be  fairly  balanced  in  tee 
terms  of  the  points  of  view  represented 
and  the  panel’s  function.  Membership 
will  (xmslst  of  aproxlmately  six  individ¬ 
uals  selected  from  the  linguistics  com¬ 
munis  (primarily  university  faculties 
and  research  laboratories  not  ctmnected 
with  unlversitieB) .  There  will  be  no  dis¬ 
crimination  on  the  basis  (ff  race,  color, 
national  origin,  rdlglon  or  sex. 
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5.  Advisory  Panel  Operating.  The 
panel  will  operate  in  accordance  with 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463),  Founda¬ 
tion  policy  and  procedures;  OMB  Cir¬ 
cular  No.  A-63,  Revised;  and  other  direc¬ 
tives  and.  instructions  issued  in  imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  Act. 

H.  Guyford  Stgvfr, 
Director. 

February  3,  1976. 

[PR  Doc.76-3631  PUed  2-6-76;8;46  am] 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Pile  No.  600-1] 

CANADIAN  JAVEUN,  LTD. 
Suspension  of  Trading 

February  2,  1976. 

The  common  stock  of  Canadian  Jave¬ 
lin,  Ltd.,  being  traded  on  the  American 
St^k  Exchange  pursuant  to  provisions 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934 
and  all  other  securities  of  Canadian 
Javeline,  Ltd.,  being  traded  otherwise 
than  on  a  national  securities  exchange; 
and 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  such  securities 
on  such  exchange  and  otherwise  than  on 
a  national  securities  exchange  is  re¬ 
quired  in  the  public  interest  and  for  the 
protection  of  investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  Section  12  (k) 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 
trading  in  such  securities  on  the  above 
mentioned  exchange  and  otherwise  than 
on  a  national  securities  exchange  is  sus- 
pended,  for  the  period  from  February  3, 
1976  through  February  12,  1976. 

^  By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-3627  Piled  2-5-76;8;45  am] 
- 

,  [Release  No.  19363  (70-5798)  ] 

CONNECTICUT  YANKEE  ATOMIC  POWER 
^  COMPANY 

'  Proposed  Issue  and  Sale  of  Notes 
^  January  30,  1976. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Connecti¬ 
cut  Yankee  Atomic  Power  Company 
(“Connecticut  Yankee”),  P.O.  Box  270, 
Hartford,  Connecticut  06101,  and  elec¬ 
tric  utility  subsidiary  company  of  North¬ 
east  Utilities  (“Northeast”)  and  of  New 
England  Electric  System  (“New  Eng¬ 
land”),  both  of  which  are  registered 
holding  companies,  has  filed  a  declara¬ 
tion  and  an  amendment  thereto  with  this 
Commission  pursuant  to  the  Public  Util¬ 
ity  Holding  Company  Act  of  1935 
(“Act”) ,  designating  Sections  6  and  7  of 
the  Act  and  Rule  50(a)  (5)  promulgated 
thereunder  as  applicable  to  the  proposed 
transactions.  All  interested  persons  are 
referred  to  the  declaration,  which  is 
summarised  b^w,  for  a  complete  state¬ 
ment  of  the  proposed  transactions. 


Connecticut  Yankee  proposes  to  issue 
and  sell,  from  time  to  time  on  or  b^mre 
Jime  30,  1977,  short-term  securities  in 
an  aggregate  principal  amount  not  to 
exceed  $35,000,000  outstanding  at  any 
one  time.  Such  securities  will  be  in  the 
form  of  short-term  notes  issued  to  banks 
or  commercial  paper  issued  to  a  dealer  in 
such  securities. 

The  proposed  bank  notes  will  each  be 
dated  as  of  the  date  of  issue,  will  have 
maximum  matiu'ity  dates  of  nine 
months,  will  bear  Interest  at  a  rate  per 
annum  not  in  excess  of  one  percent  (1% ) 
above  the  prime  rate  in  effect  at  the 
lending  bank  on  the  date  of  issue,  and 
will  be  subject  to  prepayment  at  any 
time  at  Connecticut  Yankee’s  option 
without  premium.  The  banks  which  will 
participate  in  Connecticut  Yankee’s 
short-term  borrowing  program  and  the 
maximum  commitment  of  each  bank  is 
as  follows: 

The  Chase  Manhattan  Bank, 

New  York,  N.Y _ $18,  000,  0(>0 

The  Connecticut  Bank  and 
Trust  Company,  Hartford, 

Connecticut _  10, 000, 000 


Total  . . . .  28.000,000 

The  lines  of  credit  are  to  be  secured 
by  a  deposit  of  10%  of  the  amount  of  tlie 
line  at  the  time  it  is  committed.  In  ad¬ 
dition,  at  the  time  of  the  first  borrow¬ 
ing  pursuant  to  the  line  of  credit,  Con¬ 
necticut  Yankee  will  make  an  additional 
deposit  (compensating  balance)  of  10% 
of  the  entire  committed  line.  Assuming  a 
full  20%  compensating  balance  and  bor¬ 
rowings  at  one  percent  (1%X  above  the 
prime  rate,  the  effective  cost  of  bor¬ 
rowing  would  be  approximately  9.69%, 
based  on  an  assumed  prime  interest  rate 
of  6.75%. 

The  proposed  commercial  peqier  notes 
will  be  issued  in  denominations  of  not 
less  than  $50,000  and  not  more  than  $1,- 
000,000,  will  have  a  maturity  of  not  more 
than  270  days,  will  not  be  repayable  prior 
to  maturity,  and  will  be  sold  by  Con¬ 
necticut  Yankee  directly  to  Lehman 
Commercial  Paper,  Incorporated,  a 
dealer  in  commercial  paper,  at  the  dis¬ 
count  rate  per  annum  prevailing  at  the 
date  of  Issuance  for  commercial  paper 
of  comparable  quality  and  of  the  par¬ 
ticular  maturity  sold  by  public-utility 
issuers  to  commercial  paper  dealers.  No 
commercial  paper  notes  having  a  matu¬ 
rity  of  more  than  90  days  will  be  issued 
at  an  effective  interest  cost  which  ex¬ 
ceeds  the  effective  interest  cost  at  which 
Connecticut  Yankee  could  borrow  from 
banks  in  an  amount  at  least  equal  to 
the  principal  amoimt  of  such  commer¬ 
cial  paper.  No  commission  or  fee  will  be 
payable  in  connection  with  the  issuance 
and  sale  of  the  commercial  paper.  The 
commercial-paper  dealer,  as  principal, 
win  reoffer  the  commercial  paper  to  in¬ 
stitutional  investors  at  a  discovmt  of  no 
more  than  %  of  1%  per  annum  le8s  than 
the  prevailing  discount  rate  to  Connecti¬ 
cut  Yankee  in  such  a  manner  as  not  to 
constitute  a  public  offering.  The  commer¬ 
cial  paper  will  be  reoffei^  to  not  more 
than  200  identified  and  designated  cus¬ 


tomers  in  a  list  (nonpublic)  prepared  in 
advance  by  the  dealer.  It  is  anticipated 
that  the  commercial  paper  will  be  held 
by  customers  to  maturity,  but  if  such 
customers  desire  to  resell  prior  to  matu¬ 
rity,  the  dealer,  pursuant  to  a  verbal 
repurchase  agreement,  will  repurchase 
the  commercial  paper  and  reoffer  the 
same  to  others  in  the  group  of  200 
custpmers. 

The  funds  to  be  derived  from  the  issu¬ 
ance  and  sale  of  bank  notes  and  commer¬ 
cial  paper  will  be  applied  by  the  com¬ 
pany  to  repay  $32,000,000  of  existing 
bank  notes  and  commercial  paper  out¬ 
standing  as  of  January  19,  1976,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  prior  Commission  authorization 
(File  No.  70-5614) ,  and  for  the  purchsise 
of  an  estimated  $22,500,000  of  addi¬ 
tional  nuclear  fuel  through  Jime  30, 1977. 
Connecticut  Yankee  now. contemplates, 
subject  to  Ckimmission  approval,  the  is¬ 
sue  and  sale  at  competitive  bidding  of  up 
to  $14,000,000  of  bonds  imder  its  mort¬ 
gage  indenture  during  the  second  quar¬ 
ter  of  1976,  such  bonds  to  be  issued 
against  the  certification  of  additional 
property  in  the  form  of  nuclear  fuel. 
Upon  the  issue  and  sale  of  such  bonds, 
the  maximum  borrowing  limit  herein 
proposed  will  be  reduced  by  the  amount 
of  the  net  proceeds  of  any  such  sale.  It 
is  planned  that  some  commercial  paper 
and/or  bank  notes  will  remain  outstand¬ 
ing  as  a  continuing  component  of  nuclear 
fuel  financing. 

No  fees  or  commissions,  other  than  the 
fee  of  this  Commission,  will  be  paid  or 
Incurred,  directly  or  indirectly,  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  proposed  transactions. 
Incidental  services,  valued  at  an  esti¬ 
mated  $500,  will  be  performed  at  cost  by 
Northeast  Utilities  Service  Company,  an 
affiliated  service  company.  It  is  stated 
that  no  State  commission  and  no  Fed¬ 
eral  commission,  other  than  this  Com¬ 
mission,  has  jurisdiction  over  the  pro¬ 
posed  transactions. 

Connecticut  Yankee  requests  that  the 
issue  and  sale  of  its  commercial  paper 
notes  be  excepted  from  the  competitive 
bidding  requirements  of  Rule  50  pursu¬ 
ant  to  subparagraph  (a)(5)  thereof  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  current  rates  for 
commercial  paper  for  prime  borrowers 
such  as  Connecticut  Yankee  are  readily 
ascertainable  by  reference  to  daily  finan¬ 
cial  publications  and  that  it  is  not  prac¬ 
ticable  to  invite  competitive  bids  for 
commercial  paper.  Connecticut  Yankee 
further  requests  that  the  certificates 
under  Rule  24  be  filed  on  a  quarterly 
basis  with  respect  to  the  commercial 
paper. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than  Feb¬ 
ruary  26,  1976,  request  in  writing  that 
a  hearing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stat¬ 
ing  the  nature  of  his  interests,  the  rea¬ 
sons  for  such  request,  and  the  issues  of 
fact  or  law  raised  by  said  declaration 
which  he  desires  to  controvert;  or  he 
may  request  that  he  be  notified  if  the 
Commission  shoidd  order  a  hearing 
thereon.  Any  such  request  shoulld  be  ad¬ 
dressed:  Secretary,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
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20549.  A  copy  of  such  request  should  be 
served  personally  or  by  mall  upon  the 
declarant  at  the  above>stated  address, 
and  proof  of  service  (by  affidavit  or,  In 
case  of  an  attorney  at  law,  by  certificate) 
should  be  filed  with  the  request.  At  any 
time  after  said  date,  the  declaration,  as 
amended  or  as  it  may  be  further 
amended,  may  be  permitted  to  become 
effective  as  provided  in  Rule  23  of  the 
General  Rules  and  Regulations  promul¬ 
gated  under  the  Act,  or  the  Conunission 
may  grant  exemption  from  such  rules  as 
provided  in  Rules  20(a)  and  100  thereof 
or  take  such  other  action  as  it  may  deem 
appropriate.  Persons  who  request  a  hear¬ 
ing  or  advice  as  to  whether  a  hearing  is 
ordered  will  receive  any  notices  and 
orders  issued  in  this  matter,  including 
the  date  of  the  hearing  (if  ordered)  and 
any  postponement  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Corporate  Regulation,  pm-suant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority. 

[SEAL]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-3628  PUed  2-6-76;  8;  45  am] 

[Release  No.  19366  (70-5794)  ] 

NORTHEAST  UTILITIES 

Issue  and  Sale  of  Common  Stock  at 
Competitive  Bidding 

Januart  30,  1976. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Northeast 
UtUltles  (“Northeast”),  174  Brush  HiU 
Avenue,  West  Springfield,  Massachusetts 
01089,  a  registered  holding  company,  has 
filed  an  application-declaration  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  Public  Utility  Holding  Com¬ 
pany  Act  of  1935  (“Act”),  designating j 
Sections  6,  7  and  12(c)  of  the  Act  and 
Rules  42  and  50  promulgated  there- 
imder  as  applicable  to  the  following  pro¬ 
posed  transaction.  All  Interested  persons 
are  referred  to  the  application-declara. 
tion,  which  is  summarized  below,  for  a 
complete  statement  of  the  proposed 
transaction. 

Northeast  proposes  to  issue  and  sell  up 
to  6,000,000  shares  of  its  authorized  but 
unissued  common  stock,  par  value  $5  per 
share  (“Common  Stock”) .  Northeast 
estimates  that  the  proposed  sale  of  the 
Common  Stock  will  provide  it  with  ag¬ 
gregate  cash  proceeds  of  approximately 
$60,000,000.  Northeast  proposes  to  utilize 
the  proceeds  of  the  sale  to  make  a  capital 
contribution  of  $20,000,000  to  Connecti¬ 
cut  Light  and  Power  Company  and  to 
repay,  in  part,  the  amount  outstanding 
of  Northeast’s  short-term  notes  payable. 
The  company  expects  that,  at  the  time  of 
the  sale  of  the  Common  Stock,  approxi¬ 
mately  $135,000,000,  of  such  notes  will  be 
outstanding.  Northeast  may,  if  it  con¬ 
siders  it  desirable,  stabilize  the  price  of 
its  common  shares  by  the  purchase  of  not 
more  than  50,000  of  such  shares  on  the 
New  ToHe  Stock  Exchange,  in  the  (H?en 
market,  or  otherwise,  on  the  three  busi¬ 
ness  days  lu^eding  and  on  the  day  on 
which  the  imposals  for  the  purcha8e.of 
the  Common  Stock  are  submitted,  up 


to  and  until  a  proposal  is  accepted  or  all 
proposals  are  rejected.  Under  the  terms 
of  the  purchase  agreement  to  be  entered 
into  with  the  winning  bidder  or  bidders, 
any  shares  so  purchased  by  Northeast, 
together  with 'the  Ccxnmon  Stock,  are 
to  be  taken  up  by  the  purchasers  at  the 
bid  price. 

Northeast  states  that  unfavorable 
market  conditions  that  may  exist  at  the 
time  of  the  offering  may  force  it  to 
amend  its  application-declaration  to  seek 
an  exception  from  the  competitive  bid¬ 
ding  requirements  of  Rule  50. 

A  statement  of  the  fees  and  expenses 
to  be  incurred  will  be  filed  by  am«id- 
ment.  It  is  stated  that  no  State  or  Fed¬ 
eral  commission,  other  than  this  Com¬ 
mission,  has  jurisdiction  over  the  pro¬ 
posed  transaction. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  Febru¬ 
ary  24,  1976,  request  in  writing  that  a 
hearing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stating 
the  nature  of  his  Interest,  the  reasons 
for  such  request,  and  the  issues  of  fact 
or  law  raised  by  the  filing  which  he 
desires  to  controvert;  or  he  may  request 
that  he  be  notified  if  the  Commission 
should  order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such 
request  should  be  addressed;  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  should  be  served  personally  or 
by  mail  (air  mail  if  the  person  being 
served  is  located  more  than  500  miles 
from  the  point  of  mailing)  upon  the  ap- 
plicants-declarants  at  the  above-stated 
address,  and  proof  of  service  (by  affidavit 
or,  in  case  of  an  attorney  at  law,  by  cer¬ 
tificate)  should  be  filed  with  the  request. 
At  any  time  after  said  date,  the  appli¬ 
cation-declaration,  as  filed  or  as  it  may 
be  amended,  may  be  granted  and  per¬ 
mitted  to  become  effective  as  provided  in 
Rules  20(a)  and  100  thereof  or  take  such 
other  action  as  it  may  deem  appropriate. 
Persons  who  request  a  hearing  or  advice 
as  to  whether  a  hearing  is  ordered  will 
receive  any  notices  or  orders  issued  in 
this  matter,  including  the  date  of  the 
hearing  (if  ordered)  and  any  postpone¬ 
ments  thereof. 

F\>r  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to 
delegate  authority. 

[SEAL]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-3628  PUed  2-5-76:8:45  am] 

[Release  No.  34-12063;  Pile  No.  SR-MSE- 
76-3] 

MIDWEST  STOCK  EXCHANGE.  INC. 

Proposed  Rule  Change 

Pursuant  to  section  19(b)(1),  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  at  1934.  U 
UR.C.  78s(b)  (1) ,  as  amoided  by  Pub.  L. 
No.  94r-29,  16  (June  4.  1976),  notice  ta 
hereby  given  that  <«  January  29,  1976, 
the  above-mentioned  self-reg^tory  or¬ 


ganization  filed  with  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission  a  proposed  rule 
change  as  follows : 

Statement  op  the  Terms  of  Sxtbstancb 
OF  THE  Proposed  Rule  Change 

INTERPRETATION,  MIDWEST  STOCK  EXCHANGE 
RULES  ARTICLE  XXV,  RULE  1 

The  Committee  on  Floor  Procedure 
has  determined  to  no  longer  require  that 
an  odd-lot  differential  be  charged  on  any 
odd-lot  orders  received  before  the  open¬ 
ing  of  trading  and  executed  at  the  open¬ 
ing  of  trading. 

I.  Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  data,  views  and  argu¬ 
ments  concerning  the  foregoing.  Per¬ 
sons  desiring  to  make  written  submis¬ 
sions  should  file  six  copies  thereof  with 
the  Secretary  of  the  Commission,  Secu¬ 
rities  and  Exchange  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20549.  Copies  of  the  filing 
with  respect  to  the  foregoing  and  of  all 
written  sulmiissions  will  be  available  for 
inspection  and  copjring  in  the  Public  Ref¬ 
erence  Room,  1100  L  Street,  NY.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  C(H)ies  of  such  filing  wfil  also 
be  available  for  inspection  and  cc^iying 
at  the  principal  office  of  the  above-men¬ 
tioned  self -regulatory  organization.  All 
submissions  should  refer  to  the  file  num¬ 
ber  referenced  in  the  caption  above  and 
should  be  submitted  on  or  before 
March  8, 1976. 

n.  The  Commission  is  directed  imder 
Section  19(b)  (2)  of  the  Act  to  aj^nrove 
a  proposed  rule  change  if  it  finds  it  to 
be  consistent  with  the  requir^ents  of 
the  Act  and  rules  thereimder  aiH>Ucable 
to  such  organlzatkm.  The  Commission 
finds  that  the  proposed  rule  change  is 
consistent  with  the  requii^nents  of  the 
Act  and  the  rules  and  regulatlmis  there¬ 
under  applicable  to  national  secuilties 
exchanges  including  the  requlrnnents  of 
sectim  6  and  the  rules  and  regulations 
thereunder.  In  particular,  under  section 
6(e)*  of  the  Act,  exchanges  will  be  pro¬ 
hibited,  effective  May  1,  1976,  from  im¬ 
posing  any  schedule  or  fixing  rates  of 
ccHnmissions,  for  acting  as  an  odd-lot 
dealer.  Nothing  in  the  Act  prt^ibits  an 
exchange  fnxn  taking  action,  such  as 
that  being  taken  currently  by  the  MSE 
in  advance  of  May  1, 1976. 

m.  Further,  the  Ccmimlssion  finds 
good  cause  for  approving  the  proposed 
rule  change  prior  to  the  thirtieth  day 
after  the  date  of  publlcatiim  of  notice 
of  the  filing  thereof.  Eliminating  the  re¬ 
quirement  that  a  prescribed  odd-lot  dif¬ 
ferential  be  charged  will  pnxnote  com¬ 
petition  in  odd-lot  trading;  MSE  mem¬ 
bers  engaged,  or  who  wish  to  engage,  in 
odd-lot  trading  mi  the  exchange  will  be 
able  to  cmnpete  mi  the  basis  of  charges 
for  odd-lot  business. 

A  firm  engaged  in  the  odd-lot  busi¬ 
ness  on  the  MSE  and  which  Is  required 
to  charge  the  fixed  odd-lot  differential 
would  be  at  a  competitive  disadvantage 
with  re^)ect  to  firms  adilch  execute  odd- 
lot  transactkms  the  exchange  and 
are  not  required  to  charge  ib«  odd-lot 
dlffermitlaL  Immediate  removal  of  the 
requirement  that  a  prescribed  odd-lot 
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differential  be  charged  on  odd-lot 
orders  executed  on  the  exchange  will  al¬ 
low  exchange  members  to  begin  compet¬ 
ing,  (m  an  equal  basis,  with  firms  which 
may  begin  to  execute  odd-lot  orders  off 
the  exchange  without  charging  an  odd- 
lot  differwitial. 

For  the  foregoing  reasons,  the  Com- 
missi(xi  finds  good  cause  for  approving 
the  proposed  rule  change  prior  to  the 
thirtieth  day  after  publication  of  notice 
of  filing  thereof. 

It  is  therefore  ordered.  Pursuant  to 
section  19(b)  (2)  of  the  Act,  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  change  refermced  above  be, 
and  It  hereby  Is,  approved,  effective 
Febniary  2,  1976. 

For  the  Commission  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority. 

George  A.  PrrzsmMONS, 
Secretary. 

January  30,  1976. 

[FR  Doc.76-3630  PUed  2-6-76;8:46  am] 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

SAN  Am'ONIO  DISTRICT  ADVISORY 
COUNCIL 

Public  Meeting 

The  San  Antcmlo  District  Advisory 
Council  will  hold  a  public  meeting  at  9 
a.m.,  Friday,  March  26,  1976,  in  the  Es- 
pada  Room,  3rd  Floor  of  La  Mansion 
Motor  Hotd,  112  College  Street,  San  An¬ 
tonio,  Texas,  to  discuss  such  business  as 
may  be  presented  by  members,  the  staff 
of  the  Small  Business  Administration 
and  others  attending. 

For  further  information,  write  or  call 
James  S.  Reed,  727  E.  Durango,  San  An- 
Umio,  Texas  78206,  (8)  730-5511. 

Dated:  January  29, 1976. 

Mary  Lou  Grier, 
Dejnity  Advocate 
for  Advisory  Councils. 

[FR  Doc.76-3556  FUed  2-5-76:8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

MARYLAND  STATE  STANDARDS 
Approval 

1.  Background.  Part  1953  of  Title  29, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  prescribes 
procedures  under  section  18  of  the  Oc- 
ciniational  Safety  and  Health  Act  of 
1970  (29  U.S.C.  667)  (hereinafter  called 
the  Act)  by  which  the  Assistant  Re¬ 
gional  Directors  for  Occupational  Safety 
and  Health  (hereinafter  called  the  As¬ 
sistant  Regional  Director)  imder  a  dele- 
gaticm  of  authority  from  the  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Labor  of  Occupational  Safe¬ 
ty  and  Health  (hereinafter  called  the  As¬ 
sistant)  imder  a  delegation  of  authority 
from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  labor  of 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  (here¬ 
inafter  Secretary) ,  (29  C:m  1953.4)  will 
review  and  approve  standards  promul¬ 
gated  pursuant  to  a  State  plan  which  has 
been  approved  In  accordance  with  sec¬ 
tion  18(c)  of  the  Act  and  29  Cm  Part 


1902.  On  July  5,  1973,  notice  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (38  PR 
17834)  of  the  approval  of  the  Maryland 
plan  and  the  adoption  of  Subpart  0  to  29 
(TFR  Part  1952  containing  the  decision. 

The  Maryland  plan  provides  for  the 
adoption  of  Federal  standards  as  State 
standards  after  commants  and  public 
hearing.  Section  1952.210  of  Subpart  0 
sets  forth  the  State’s  schedule  for  the 
adoption  of  Federal  standards.  By  letter 
dated  Jime  17,  1975,  from  Harvey  A.  Ep¬ 
stein,  Commissioner,  Maryland  Division 
of  Labor  and  Industry  to  David  H. 
Rhone,  Assistant  Regional  Director,  and 
incorporated  as  part  of  the  plan,  the 
State  submitted  State  standards  com¬ 
parable  to  the  revisions,  amendments, 
and  corrections  to  29  C7PR  1910.211, 
1910.217  and  1910.93q.  These  standards 
were  promulgated  after  public  comment 
requested  on  April  16,  1975,  hearings 
held  on  May  21,  1975,  and  a  resolution 
adopted  by  the  Commissioner  on  May  29, 
1975,  piusuant  to  the  Maryland  Occu¬ 
pational  Safety  and  Health  Law  of  1973. 

2.  Decision.  Having  reviewed  the  State 
submission  in  comparison  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  standards  it  has  been  determined 
that  the  State  standards  are  identical  to 
the  comparable  Federal  standards. 

3.  Location  of  supplement  for  inspec¬ 
tion  and  copying.  A  copy  of  the  stand¬ 
ards  supplement,  along  with  the  ap¬ 
proved  plan,  may  be  inspected  and  cop¬ 
ied  during  normal  business  hours  at  the 
following  locations:  Office  of  the  Region¬ 
al  Administrator,  Suite  15220,  Gateway 
Bldg.,  3535  Market  St..  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania  19104;  Office  of  the  Com¬ 
missioner,  Maryland  Division  of  Labor 
and  Industry,  203  East  Baltimore  St., 
Baltimore,  Maryland  21202  and  Office  of, 
the  Associate  Assistant  Secretary  for  Re¬ 
gional  Programs,  Room  N-3603,  200  Con¬ 
stitution  Ave.,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20210. 

4.  Public  Participation.  Under  S  1953.2 
(c)  of  this  chapter,  the  Assistant  Sec¬ 
retary  may  prescribe  alternative  proce¬ 
dures  to  expedite  the  review  process  or 
for  other  good  cause  which  may  be  con¬ 
sistent  with  applicable  laws.  The  Assist¬ 
ant  Secretary  finds  that  good  cause  exists 
for  not  publishing  the  supplement  to  the 
Maryland  State  plan  as  a  proposed 
change  and  making  the  Assistant  Re¬ 
gional  Director’s  approval  effective  upon 
publication  for  the  following  reasons: 

1.  The  standards  are  identical  to  the 
comparable  Federal  standards  and  are 
therefore  deemed  to  be  at  least  as  effec¬ 
tive. 

2.  The  standards  were  adopted  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  procedural  require¬ 
ments  of  State  law  and  further  partici¬ 
pation  would  not  be  necessary. 

This  decision  Is  effective  February  6, 
1976. 

(Sec.  18.  Pub.  L.  91-596,'84  Stat.  1608  (29 
DAX;.  667)). 

Signed  at  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania 
this  17th  day  of  October,  1975. 

David  H.  Rhone, 
Assistant  Regional  Director. 

[FR  Doc.76-3688  PUed  a-5-76;8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON 
OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY  AND  HEALTH 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  a  meeting  of 
the  National  Advisory  Committee  on  Oc¬ 
cupational  Safety  and  Health,  estab¬ 
lished  imder  section  7(a)  of  the  Occu¬ 
pational  Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1970 
(29  U.S.C.  656).  The  purpose  of  this 
Committee  is  to  advise  the  Secretary  of 
Labor  and  the  Secretary  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare  on  matters  relating 
to  the  administration  of  the  Act. 

The  meeting  will  be  held  February  26 
and  27,  1976,  starting  at  9:00  a.m.  in  the 
Francis  Scott  Key  Room,  Key  Bridge 
Marriott,  Rosslyn,  Virginia.  The  public  is 
invited  to  attraid. 

Agenda  items  will  include  subgroup 
reports  on  the  following;  budget  matters 
of  the  Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration  and  the  National  Insti¬ 
tute  for  Occupational  Safety  and  Health; 
small  business  considerations;  modifica¬ 
tion  of  OSHA  safety  standards;  and  is¬ 
sues  regarding  OSHA’s  compliance  ac¬ 
tivities.  NACOSH  also  will  discuss  train¬ 
ing  and  education,  and  coverage  of  pub¬ 
lic  employees  by  special  state  plans. 

Any  written  data  or  views  concerning 
these  subjects  which  are  received  by  the 
Committee’s  Executive  Secretary  before 
the  meeting,  together  with  20  duplicate 
copies,  will  be  presented  to  the  Commit¬ 
tee  and  included  in  the  official  record 
of  the  meeting.  Anyone  wishing  to  request 
an  oral  presentation  also  should  notify 
the  Executive  Secretary  at  least  one  week 
before  the  meeting.  The  request  should 
state  the  amount  of  time  desired,  the 
capacity  in  which  the  person  wiU  cqipear, 
and  a  brief  outline  of  the  content  of  the 
presentation.  Oral  presentations  will  be 
scheduled  at  the  discretion  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  Chairman  depending  on  the  ex- 
t^t  to  which  time  permits. 

Communications  to  the  Eimcutive  Sec¬ 
retary  should  be  addressed  as  follows: 

Ms.  J.  Ooodell,  Executive  Secretary,  National 
Advisory  Committee  on  Occupational 
ScUCety  and  Health,  UH.  Department  of  La¬ 
bor — OSHA,  Room  N-8635,  Third  Street 
and  Constitution  Avenue.  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20210;  Phone:  202/523-8024. 

Official  transcripts  of  the  meeting  will 
be  available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
above  address. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  3rd 
day  of  February  1976. 

J.  Goodell, 
Executive  Secretary. 
(PR  Doc.76-3690  PUed  2-5-76:8:45  am] 


WASHINGTON  STATE  STANDARDS 
Approval 

1.  Background.  Part  1953  of  Title  29, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  prescribes 
procedures  under  section  18  of  the  Oc¬ 
cupational  Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1970 
(29  U.S.C.  667)  (hereinafter  called  the 
Act)  by  which  the  Regional  Adminis¬ 
trator  for  OccupaticHial  Safety  and 
Health  (hereinafter  called  Regional  Ad¬ 
ministrator)  ,  under  a  delegation  of  au- 
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thority  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Labor  for  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  (hereinafter  called  the  Assistant 
Secretary)  (29  CPR  1953.4)  win  review 
and  approve  standards  promulgated  pur¬ 
suant  to  a  State  plan  which  has  been 
approved  In  accordance  with  section  18 
(c)  of  the  Act  and  29  C7PR  Part  1902.  On 
January  26, 1973,  notice  was  published  In 
the  Federal  Register  (38  PR  2421)  of  the 
approval  of  the  Washington  plan  and  the 
adoption  of  Subpart  P  to  Part  1952  con¬ 
taining  the  decision. 

The  Washington  plan  provides  for  the 
adoption  of  State  standards  which  are 
at  least  as  effective  as  comparable  Fed¬ 
eral  standards  promulgated  imder  sec¬ 
tion  6  of  the  Act.  Section  1952.123  of 
Subpart  P  sets  forth  the  State’s  schedule 
for  adoption  of  Federal  standards.  By 
letter  dated  December  19,  1975,  from 
John  E.  Hillier,  Supervisor,  Department 
of  Labor  and  Industries,  to  James  W. 
Lake.  Regional  Administrator,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Labor,  and  incorporated  as 
part  of  the  plan,  the  State  submitted 
State  standards  comparable  to  29  (7PR 
Part  1910,  Subpart  D.  TTiese  standards, 
which  are  contained  In  (Chapter  296-735 
WAC  through  (Chapter  296-24-85505 
WAC,  part  of  the  General  Safety  and 
Health  Standards,  were  promulgated  af¬ 
ter  due  notice  and  a  public  hearing  held 
at  Olympia,  Washington  on  May  9,  1973, 
pursuant  to  Chapter  34.04  Revised  Code 
of  Washington  and  of  the  Open  Public 
Meetings  Act  of  1971,  chapter  42.30  Re¬ 
vised  Code  of  Washington  (1971  ex.s.  c 
250). 

2.  Decision.  Having  reviewed  the  State 
submission  in  comparison  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  standards,  it  has  been  determined 
that  the  State  standards  are  at  least  as 
effective  as  the  comparable  Federal 
standards  and  accordingly  should  be  ap¬ 
proved.  The  detailed  standards  compari¬ 
son  is  available  at  the  locations  specified 
below. 

3.  Location  of  supplement  for  inspec¬ 
tion  and  copying.  A  copy  of  the  standards 
supplement,  along  with  the  approved 
plan,  may  be  inspected  and  copied  dur¬ 
ing  normal  business  hours  at  the  follow¬ 
ing  locations;  Office  of  the  Regional  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Administration,  Room  6048,  Fed¬ 
eral  Office  Building,  909  First  Avenue. 
Seattle,  Washington  98174;  Department 
of  Labor  and  Industries,  General  Admin¬ 
istration  Building,  Olympia,  Washington 
98504;  and  Office  of  the  Associate  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  for  Regional  Programs, 
Room  N-3112,  200  Constitution  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

4.  Public  participation.  Under  29  CFR 
1953.2(c),  the  Assistant  Secretary  may 
prescribe  alternative  procedures  to  ex¬ 
pedite  the  review  process  or  for  other 
good  cause  which  may  be  consistent  with 
applicable  laws.  The  Assistant  Secretary 
finds  that  good  cause  exists  for  not  pub¬ 
lishing  the  supplement  to  the  Washing¬ 
ton  plan  as  a  proposed  change  and  mak¬ 
ing  the  Regional  Administrator’s  ap¬ 
proval  effective  upon  publication  for  the 
following  reason: 


The  standards  were  adopted  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  procedural  requirements 
of  State  law  which  Included  public  com¬ 
ment  and  further  public  partlclpatkm 
would  be  repetitious. 

This  decision  Is  effective  February  6, 
1976. 

(Sec.  18,  Pub.  L.  91-596,  84  Stat.  1608  (29 
na.C.  667)). 

Signed  at  Seattle.  Washington  this  16th 
day  of  January  1976. 

Jahes  W.  Lake, 
Regional  Administrator. 

[PR  Doc.76-3689  Piled  2-5-76;8:45  am] 


Employment  and  Training  Administration 

FEDERAL  SUPPLEMENTAL  BENEFITS 
(EMERGENCY  UNEMPLOYMENT  COM¬ 
PENSATION) 

Availability  of  Federal  Supplemental 
Benefits  in  the  State  of  North  Carolina 

This  notice  annoimces  the  beginning 
of  a  new  Federal  Supplemental  Benefit 
Period  in  the  State  of  North  Carolina, 
effective  on  February  1, 1976. 

The  EJmergency  Unemployment  Com¬ 
pensation  Act  of  1974  (Public  Law  93- 
572,  enacted  December  31,  1974)  (the 
Act)  created  a  temporary  program  of 
supplementary  unemployment  benefits 
(referred  to  as  Federal  Supplemental 
Benefits)  for  unemployed  individuals 
who  have  exhausted  their  rights  to  regu¬ 
lar  and  extended  benefits  under  State 
and  Federal  imemployment  compensa¬ 
tion  laws.  Federal  Supplemental  Bene¬ 
fits  are  payable  during  a  Federal  Supple¬ 
mental  Benefit  Period  in  a  State  which 
has  entered  into  an  Agreement  imder  the 
Act  with  the  United  States  Secretary  of 
Labor.  A  Federal  Supplemental  Benefit 
Period  is  triggered  in  a  State  when  un¬ 
employment  in  the  State  or  in  the  State 
and  the  nation  reach  the  high  levels  set 
in  the  Act.  During  a  Federal  Supple¬ 
mental  Benefit  Period  the  maximum 
amount  of  Federal  Supplemental  Bene¬ 
fits  which  are  payable  to  eligible  individ¬ 
uals  will  be  up  to  13  weeks  or  26  weeks, 
depending  upon  the  level  of  the  rate  of 
insured  unemployment  in  the  State. 

There  is  a  Federal  Supplemental  Bene¬ 
fit  “on”  Indicator  in  a  State  for  a  week  if 
the  United  States  Secretary  of  Labor  de¬ 
termines  with  respect  to  the  State  that, 
(a)  there  is  a  State  or  National  "on”  in¬ 
dicator  for  the  week,  as  determined  for 
the  purposes  of  payment  of  extended 
benefits  under  the  Federal-State  Ex¬ 
tended  Unemployment  Compensation 
Act  of  1970,  as  amended,  and  (b)  the 
employment  security  agency  of  the  State 
has  determined  that  the  average  rate  of 
insured  unemplojrment  in  the  State  for 
the  period  consisting  .of  that  week  and 
the  immediately  preceding  twelve  weeks 
equalled  or  exceeded  5.0  percent.  The 
Federal  Supplemental  Benefit  Period  ac¬ 
tually  begins  with  the  third  week  follow¬ 
ing  the  week  for  which  there  is  a  Federal 
Supplemental  Benefit  “on”  indicator, 
and  lasts  for  a  minimum  period  on  not 
less  than  26  weeks. 


Similarly,  an  “off”  indicator  ending  a 
Federal  Su^lemental  Benefit  Period  oc¬ 
curs  in  a  we^  when  the  Secretary  of 
Labm:  determines  that  the  average  rate 
of  Insured  unemployment  (as  determined 
by  the  State  employment  security 
agency)  fmr  the  period  consisting  of  that 
we^  and  the  immediately  preceding 
twelve  weeks  in  less  than  5.0  percent.  The 
Federal  Supplemental  Benefit  Period  ac¬ 
tually  ends  with  the  third  week  after  the 
week  in  which  there  is  a  Federal  Supple¬ 
mental  Benefit  “off”  indicator,  but  not 
earlier  than  the  end  of  the  twenty-sixth 
week  of  the  Period. 

The  Secretary  of  Labor  has  deter¬ 
mined  imder  section  203(d)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral-State  Extended  Unemployment 
Compensation  Act  of  1970,  as  amended, 
that  there  is  a  National  “on”  indicator 
in  effect  which  is  applicable  to  every 
State,  as  announced  in  the  notice  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
February  21,  1975,  at  40  FR  7722.  The 
employment  security  agency  of  the  State 
of  North  Carolina  has  determined  under 
the  Act  and  20  CFR  618.19(a)  (2)  (pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  De¬ 
cember  11.  1975,  at  40  PR  57765,  57772) 
that  the  average  rate  of  Insured  unem- 
plosment  in  the  State  for  the  period 
consisting  of  the  week  ending  on  Janu¬ 
ary  17,  1976,  and  the  immediately  pre¬ 
ceding  twelve  weeks  equalled  or  exceeded 
5.0  percent. 

Therefore.  I  have  determined  in  a^*- 
cordance  with  the  Act  and  20  CFR  618.19 
(a),  and  as  authorized  by  the  Secretary 
of  Labor’s  Order  4-75,  dated  April  16, 
1975  (published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  April  28,  1975,  at  40  FR  18515),  that 
there  was  a  Federal  Supplemental  Bene¬ 
fit  “on”  Indicator  in  the  State  of  North 
Carolina  for  the  week  ending  on  Janu¬ 
ary  17,  1976,  and  that  a  Federal  Supple¬ 
mental  Benefit  Period  therefore  com¬ 
menced  in  that  State  with  the  week  be¬ 
ginning  on  February  1, 1976. 

There  will  be  a  5 -per  centum  period  in 
effect  in  the  new  F^eral  Supplemental 
Benefit  Period,  commencing  at  the  be¬ 
ginning  of  the  new  period.  During  the 
5 -per  centum  period  an  individual  who 
is  eligible  for  Federal  Supplemental 
Benefits  will  be  entitled  to  a  mlxlmum 
amount  of  up  to  13  times  the  indivldunl’s 
weekly  benefit  amount,  or,  if  less,  the 
balance  in  the  Individual’s  Federal  Sup¬ 
plemental  Benefit  Account. 

In  the  event  that  a  6-per  centum 
period  subsequently  takes  effect  in  the 
new  Federal  Supplemental  Benefit 
Period,  because  the  rate  of  Insured  un¬ 
employment  in  the  State  has  risen  to  an 
average  of  6.0  percent  or  more  over  a 
period  of  thirteen  weeks,  the  maximum 
amount  of  Federal  Supplemental  Bene¬ 
fits  payable  to  an  eligible  individual  will 
increase.  In  that  event  an  eligible  indi¬ 
vidual  will  be  entitled  to  a  maximum 
amount  of  Federal  Supplemental  Bene¬ 
fits  of  up  to  26  times  the  individual’s 
weekly  benefit  amount,  or,  if  less,  the 
balance  in  the  Individuid’s  Federal  Sup¬ 
plemental  Benefit  Account. 

The  State  employmoit  security  ag^cy 
will  furnish  a  written  notice  of  poten- 
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tlal  entitl^noit  to  Federal  8uK)lem«atal 
Benefits  to  each  todlvldual  who  Is  an 
“exhaiistee”  (as  defined  to  the  Act  and 
20  CFR  618.5)  of  regular  and  extended 
benefits  payable  under  State  and  Federal 
unemploymoit  compensatlcHi  laws,  and 
to  each  todlvldual  who  has  a  previously 
established  Federal  Supplemental  B^e- 
fit  Account  to  which  there  Is  any  balance 
as  of  the  beginning  of  the  new  Federal 
Supplemental  Benefit  Period.  The  State 
employment  security  agracy  also  will 
furnish  a  written  notice  to  each  todlvld¬ 
ual  for  whom  a  Federal  SuiH>l^^tal 
Benefit  Accoimt  has  bem  established, 
of  the  beginning  or  aiding  of  a  6-per 
centum  period  to  the  new  Federal  Sup¬ 
plemental  Barefit  Period,  and  Its  eff^ 
on  the  individual’s  entitlement  to  Fed¬ 
eral  Supplemental  Benefits. 

There  was  a  prior  Federal  Supple¬ 
mental  Benefit  Period  to  North  Carolina 
which  terminated  with  the  wedr  ending 
on  January  3,  1976,  as  announced  to 
the  notice  published  to  the  Fedxrai, 
Rbgistek  on  January  7,  1976,  at  41  FR 
1340.  Inunedlately  following  the  end  of 
the  prior  Federal  Supplemental  Benefit 
Period,  there  was  an  additional  eligibil¬ 
ity  paiod  for  each  individual  who  quali¬ 
fied,  which  was  to  last  for  13  we^  im- 
less  terminated  soona  by  reason  of  the 
beginning  of  a  new  Federal  Supplanental 
Benefit  Period.  Accordingly,  the  Indi¬ 
vidual  additional  eligibility  periods  ta- 
mtoate  on  January  31. 1976,  Immediately 
preceding  the  beginning  of  the  new  Fed¬ 
eral  Supplemental  Benefit  Paiod.  Any 
individual  who  qualified  for  an  additional 
eligibility  period  will  be  entitled  to  Fed¬ 
eral  Supplemental  Benefits  to  the  new 
Federal  Supplemental  Benefit  Paiod,  If 
there  is  any  balance  left  to  the  todi- 
vidual’s  Federal  Supplemental  Benefit 
Account  as  of  the  beginning  of  the  new 
period.  The  maximum  amount  payable 
to  any  of  those  individuals  will  be  gov¬ 
erned.  as  stated  above,  by  whether  a  5- 
per  centum  period  Is  to  effect  and  by  the 
balance  to  each  individual’s  Federal  Sup¬ 
plemental  Benefit  Accoimt. 

Persons  who  believe  they  may  be  en¬ 
titled  to  Federal  Supplemental  Benefits 
In  the  State  of  North  Carolina,  or  who 
wish  to  inquire  about  their  rights  under 
this  program,  should  contact  the  nearest 
office  of  the  Emplosnnent  Security  Com¬ 
mission  of  North  Carolina  to  their 
locality. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  4th 
day  of  February,  1976. 

.  Beh  Burdetsky, 

Acting  Assistant  Secret^ 
tor  Employment  and  Training. 

[FR  DOC.78-S837  Filed  2-5-78:10:28  am] 

Office  of  ttie  Secretary 
tTA-W-a481 

STANLEY  BLACKER,  tHC.  ET  AL 

Certification  Regarding  DigibHity  To  Apply 
for  Worlter  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
TTade  Act  of  1974  the  Depcurtment  of 
liBhor  hereto  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 


W-248:  InvestlgatliHi  legardtof  oertiflca- 
tioa  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker  an^- 
Jwstment  assistance  as  prescribed  in  Sec- 
tton  7.^  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  toltiatod  on  Oc¬ 
tober  14.  1975.  to  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  October  14,  1975, 
which  was  filed  by  the  Amalgamated 
(nothing  Workers  of  America  on  behalf 
of  workers  and  former  workers  produc¬ 
ing  men’s  suits,  sportcoats,  trousers,  and 
vests  at  Stanley  Blacker,  Inc.,  and  on 
behalf  of  workers  and  former  workers 
producing  men’s  suit  coats  and  sport¬ 
coats  at  Coordinated  Trousers,  Inc.,  and 
Patgat  Clothes,  Inc. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  to  the  Federal  Register  on  Oc¬ 
tober  30,  1975  (40  PR  50587) .  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  Information  upon  whl(^  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
prlncipially  from  officials  of  Stanley 
Blacker,  its  customers,  the  Clothing 
Manufacturers  Association  of  the  UB.A., 
the  UB.  Department  of  Commerce,  the 
UB.  International  'Trade  Commission, 
and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  aflinnatlve  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certlflcatlon  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance.  each  of  the  group  diglblllty  re¬ 
quirements  of  Section  222  of  the  'Diade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  to  such  workers* 
firm  or  an  appropriate  subdivision  of  the 
firm  have  broome  totally  or  partially 
separated,  or  are  threatened  to  become 
totally  or  partially  separated. 

(2)  That  sales,  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  m*  subdivision  have  decreased 
absolutely,  and 

(3)  That  increases  of  imports  of  arti¬ 
cles  like  or  directly  competitive  with  ar¬ 
ticles  produced  by  such  workers’  firm  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  such  total  or 
partial  separation,  or  threat  thereof,  and 
to  such  decline  to  sales  or  production. 

For  purposes  of  paragraph  (3),  the 
term  ‘'contributed  importantly”  means 
a  cause  which  is  important  but  not  nec¬ 
essarily  more  impcE-tant  than  any  other 
cause. 

siGsriFicAirr  total  or  partial 
SEPARATIONS 

The  average  number  of  production 
workers  at  Stanley  Blacker,  Inc.  de¬ 
clined  17  percent  to  1974  compared  to 
1973.  The  average  number  of  production 
workers  declined  11  percent  to  the  first 
nine  months  of  1975  compared  to  the 
first  nine  months  of  1974. 

The  average  number  of  production 
workers  at  Coordinated  Trousers,  Inc. 
declined  7  percent  to  1974  compared  to 
1973  and  45  percent  to  the  first  nine 
months  of  1975  compared  to  the  same 
period  to  1974. 

The  average  number  of  production 
workers  at  Patgat  Clothes,  Inc.  declined 
9  percent  to  1974  from  1973.  The  average 
number  of  production  workers  dedtoed 
6  percent  to  the  first  nine  months  of  1975 


compared  to  the  first  nine  months  of 
1974. 

SALES  AND  PRODUCTION.  OR  BOTH  HAVE 
DECREASED  ABSOLUTELY 

Production  at  Stanley  Blacker,  Inc. 
declined  ll  perc^t  to  1974  compared 
to  1973.  Production  declined  32  percent 
In  the  first  nine  months  of  1975  com¬ 
pared  to  the  first  nine  months  of  1974. 

Producticm  at  Coordinated  ’Trousers, 
Inc.  declined  21  percent  to  1974  from 
1973.  Production  declined  50  percent  to 
the  first  nine  months  of  1975  compared 
to  the  first  nine  months  of  1974. 

Production  at  Patgat  Cfiothes,  Inc., 
declined  21  percent  to  1974  frcmi  1973. 
Production  declined  2  percent  to  the 
first  nine  months  of  1975  compared  to 
the  first  nine  months  of  1974. 

INCREASED  IMPORTS  CONTRIBUTED 
IMPORTANTLY 

Imports  of  articles  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  boys’  and  men’s  suits 
produced  at  Stanley  Blacker,  Coordi¬ 
nated  Trousers  and  Patgat  Clothes  In¬ 
creased  from  1.4  million  imtts  to  1970  to 
1.9  mininn  units  to  1974.  The  ratios  of 
imports  to  domestic  consumption  and 
production  Increased  from  8.6  percent 
and  9.4  percent,  respectively  in  1972  to 
9.0  percent  and  9.9  percent  respectively 
to  1974.  The  imports  to  production  ratio 
rose  from  7.7  percent  to  the  first  seven 
months  of  1974  to  22.1  percent  to  the 
first  seven  months  of  1975. 

Imports  of  men’s  and  boys’  sportcoats 
like  or  directly  competitive  with  those 
produced  at  Stanley  Blacker,  Coordi¬ 
nated  Trousers  and  Patgat  Clothes  in¬ 
creased  from  4.2  million  units  to  1972  to 
4.8  million  units  to  1974.  The  ratios  of 
imports  to  consumption  and  production 
Increased  from  14.6  percent  and  17.1 
percent,  respectively  to  1972  to  18.2  per¬ 
cent  and  22.3  percent,  respectively  to 
1974.  ’The  Imports  to  production  ratio  in¬ 
creased  from  24.5  percent  to  the  first 
seven,  months  of  1974  to  36.7  percent  to 
tile  first  seven  months  of  1975. 

The  evidence  developed  during  the  De- 
peutment’s  investigation  indicates  that 
employment  and  production  at  Stanley 
Blacker,  Coordinated  Trousers,  and  Pat¬ 
gat  Clothes  have  been  adversely  affected 
by  increased  Imports  of  men’s  clo'-hlng. 
Stanley  Blacker  marketed  clothing  for 
an  three  firms.  Major  ciKtomers  of  Stan¬ 
ley  Blacker  have  decreased  their  pur¬ 
chases  of  its  men’s  clothing  because  of 
Increased  purchases  of  Imported  suits 
and  sportcoats. 

CONCLUSION 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  to  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  Imports  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  men’s  garments  pro¬ 
duced  by  Stanley  Blacker,  Inc.;  Coordi¬ 
nated  Trousers,  Inc.;  and  Patgat  Clothes. 
Inc.,  contributed  Importantly  to  the  total 
or  partial  separation  of  the  workers  of 
the  plsmts.  In  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act,  I  make  the  foUowtog 
certification: 
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“All  hoxirly,  piecework,  and  salaried 
workers  engaged  In  employment  related 
to  the  production  of  men’s  suits,  sport¬ 
coats,  trousers  and  vests  at  Stanley 
Blacker,  Inc.  who  became  totally  or  pcu:- 
tial^  separated  from  employment  on  or 
after  October  4,  1974,  are  eligible  to 
apply  for  a^ustment  assistance  imder 
Title  n.  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974.” 

“All  hourly,  piecework,  and  salaried 
workers  engaged  in  empl03rment  related 
to  the  production  of  men’s  suits  and 
sportcoats  at  Coordinated  Trousers,  Inc., 
who  became  totally  or  partially  sepa¬ 
rated  from  employment  on  or  after  Jan¬ 
uary  7,  1975,  are  eligible  to  apply  for 
adjiistment  assistance  imder  ’Title  n. 
Chapter  2  of  the  ’Trade  Act  of  1974.” 

“All  hourly,  piecework,  and  salaried 
workers  engaged  In  «nployment  related 
to  the  production  of  men’s  suits  and 
sportcoats  at  Patgat  Clothes,  Inc.  who 
became  totally  or  partially  separated 
from  CTaployment  on  or  after  January  7, 
1975  are  ell^le  to  apply  for  adjustment 
asslstsmce  under  ’Title  n.  Chapter  2  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974.” 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  27th 
day  of  January  1976. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Planning  and 
Evaluation  Staff. 

[FR  Doc.76-3546  PUed  2-6-76:8:45  am] 


[TA-W-2631 

CARTHAGE  MARBLE  CORP. 

Certification  Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply 
for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-253:  tnvestigation  regarding  certifi¬ 
cation  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  In 
Section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on  Oc¬ 
tober  15,  1975,  In  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  October  15,  1975, 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers  and 
former  workers  producing  marble  at  the 
Carthage,  Missouri  plant  of  Carthage 
Marble  Corporation.  The  investigation 
was  expanded  to  Include  enmloyees  of 
the  Walnut  Grove,  Missouri  and  Kansas 
City,  Missouri  plants  of  Carthage  Marble 
Corp>oration. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR 
50162)  on  October  28,  1975.  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtalnnl 
principally  from  officials  of  Carthage 
Marble  Corporation,  its  customers,  the 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  the  UB. 
Department  of  the  Interior,  the  0.8.  In¬ 
ternational  Tirade  Cmnmisslon,  Industry 
analysts,  and  Departm^t  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  Issue  a  certification  (tf  eli¬ 
gibility  to  iq^ly  for  adustmmt  assist¬ 


ance,  eacdi  of  the  three  group  tilglblllty 
requirements  of  Sectlmi  222  must  be  met. 

(1)  ’Ihat  a  significant  number  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  In  such  workers’ 
firm  or  an  appropriate  subdivision  ot  the 
firm  have  become  totally  or  partially 
separated,  or  are  threatened  to  become 
totally  or  partially  s^arated, 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  such  firm  or  subdivision  have  de¬ 
creased  absolutely,  and 

(3)  ’That  increases  of  Imports  of  ar¬ 
ticles  like  or  directly  competitive  with 
articles  produced  by  such  workers’  firm 
or  an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof 
contributed  Importantly  to  such  total  or 
partial  separation,  or  threat  thereof,  and 
to  such  decline  In  sales  or  production. 

For  purposes  of  paragraph  (3),  the 
term  “contributed  Importantly”  means 
a  cause  which  Is  Important  but  not  nec¬ 
essarily  more  important  than  smy  other 
cause. 

SIGNIFICANT  TOTAL  OR  PARTIAL 
SEPARATIONS 

The  average  number  of  production 
workers  of  the  Carthage  Marble  Corpo¬ 
ration  declined  24  percent  in  the  first 
three  quarters  of  1975  compared  to  the 
like  period  In  1974.  Average  weekly  hours 
decided  12  percent  In  the  first  three 
quarters  of  1975  compared  to  the  like 
period  In  1974. 

SALES  OR  PRODUCTION,  OR  BOTH,  HAVE 
DECREASED  ABSOLUTELY 

Carthage  Marble  Corporation  main¬ 
tains  one  set  of  sales  records  that  cover 
the  products  of  all  three  plants.  Sales 
of  the  Carthage  Marble  Corporation  de¬ 
clined  33  percent  In  the  first  three  quar¬ 
ters  of  1975  compared  to  the  first  three 
quarters  of  1974. 

INCREASED  IMPORTS  CONTRIBUTED 
IMPORTANTLY 

Imports  of  articles  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  those  produced  at  the 
Carthage,  Walnut  Grove  and  Kansas 
City  plants  increased  in  value  from  $15 
million  in  1971  to  $22  mUUon  In  1974. 
Ibe  ratios  of  imports  to  domestic  con¬ 
sumption  and  production  Increased  from 
an  average  of  44.8  percent  and  85.5  per¬ 
cent  respectively  for  the  period  1971- 
1973  to  52.5  percent  and  110.6  percent 
In  1974.  In  the  first  three  quarters  of 
1975,  Imports  maintained  a  share  of  over 
50  percent  of  the  domestic  market. 

Major  customers  of  (Tarthage  Marble 
reported  that  they  found  it  necessary  to 
shift  their  purchases  to  foreign  sources 
due  to  price  considerations  and  to  a  re¬ 
cent  preference  for  colors  of  marble  not 
found  in  this  country. 

CONCLUSION 

Aft^  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  Investigation,  1  conclude 
that  increases  of  Inmorts  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  marble  produced  at  the 
Oarttiage,  Mssourl;  Walnut  Grove,  Mis¬ 
souri;  and  Kansas  City,  MlssourL  plants 
of  the  Carthage  Marble  Cbcporation  con¬ 
tributed  Importantly  to  the  total  or  par¬ 
tial  s^^aratlon  of  the  workers  of  those 
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plants.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  the  Act,  I  make  the  following  cer¬ 
tification: 

“All  hourly,  piecework  and  salaried 
workers  enga^  in  employment  related 
to  the  production  of  marUe  at  the  Car¬ 
riage,  Missouri;  Walnut  Grove,  Missouri; 
and  Kansas  City,  Missouri  plants  of  the 
Carthage  Marble  Corporatlcm  who  be¬ 
came  totally  or  partially  so>arated  from 
employment  on  or  after  February  1, 1975 
are  tilglble  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance  under  Title  n,  Chiqiter  2  ol  the 
’Trade  Act  of  1974.” 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  27th 
day  of  January  1976. 

Herbert  N.  Blackman, 
Associate  Deputy  Under  Secre¬ 
tary  for  Trade  and  Adustment 
Poticy. 

[FR  Doc.76-3546  Piled  2-5-76:8:45  am] 


lTA-W-376] 

DELL  CLOTHING  CO. 

Notice  of  Negative  Determination  Regard¬ 
ing  BigibilRy  to  App^  for  Worker  Ad¬ 
justment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
’Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Departmcmt  of 
Labor  herein  presents  tiie  reeults  of  TA¬ 
W-276  :  investigation  regarding  certifica¬ 
tion  of  eligibility  to  app^  for  wmrker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
Section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  Initiated  on  No¬ 
vember  4,  1975,  In  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  November  4,  1975, 
which  was  filed  by  the  Amalgsunated 
Clothing  Workers  of  America  on  behalf 
of  workers  and  former  workers  producing 
men’s  and  boys’  suit  coats,  sportcoats  and 
vests  at  Dell  Clothing  Company,  New 
York,  New  York. 

’The  notice  of  Investlgratlon  was  pub¬ 
lished  In  the  Federal  Register  on  No¬ 
vember  17, 1975  (40  FR  53325) .  No  pubUc 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was  held. 

The  informidicm  upon'  which  the 
determlnatloa  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Dell  Clothing 
Company,  Its  customers,  the  Clothing 
Manufacturers  Association  of  the  UBA., 
the  n.S.  Department  of  Cmnmerce,  the 
n.S.  International  ’Trade  Commission, 
and  Department  files. 

In  Older  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  Issue  a  certification  of  eli¬ 
gibility  to  api:4y  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  in  such  wcHkers’ 
firm  or  an  appropriate  subdivision  of  the 
firm  have  become  tottdly  or  partially  sep¬ 
arated,  or  are  threatoied  to  becixne  to¬ 
tally  or  partially  s^iarated, 

(2)  ’That  sales  or  iNX>ductlon,  cm  both, 
of  such  firm  or  subdivision  have  de¬ 
creased  absolutely,  and 

(3)  ’Ihat  Increases  of  imports  of  ar¬ 
ticles  like  or  directly  cmnpetltlve  with 
articles  produced  by  such  workers’  firm 
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or  an  appropriate  aidxitrislon  thereof 
contribtited  Importantljr  to  sach  total  or 
partial  separation,  or  threat  thereof,  and 
to  such  decline  in  sates  or  productian. 

For  purposes  of  paracitudi  (S>,  the 
term  “oontribnted  importantly”  means  a 
cause  vhich  is  Important  bat  not  neces¬ 
sarily  more  important  than  any  other 
cause. 

SIGNIFICAKT  TOTAL  OR  PARTIAL  SEPARATIONS 

The  average  number  ot  production 
workers  at  IMl  Clothing  increased  3  per¬ 
cent  in  the  first  three  quarters  of  1975 
compared  to  the  like  period  in  1974.  Aver¬ 
age  weekly  hours  did  not  change  in  the 
period  from  1973  to  1975. 

SALES  OR  PRODUCTION,  OR  BOTH,  HAVE 
DECREASED  ABSOLUTELY 

Sales  of  Dell  Clothing  increased  20  per¬ 
cent  in  the  first  three  quarters  of  1975 
comp>ared  to  the  first  three  quarters  of 
1974.  Production  declined  5  percent  in 
the  first  three  quarters  of  1975  compared 
to  the  first  three  quarters  of  1974. 

INCREASED  IMPORTS  CONTRIBUTED 
IMPORTANTLY 

Imports  of  men’s  and  boys’  sportcoats 
increased  from  4.2  million  units  in  1972 
to  4.8  million  units  in  1974.  ’Ihe  ratios  of 
imports  to  consumption  and  production 
Increased  from  14.6  porcent  and  17.1  per¬ 
cent  respectlvdy  in  1972  to  18.2  percent 
and  22.3  percent  in  1974.  The  Imports  to 
production  ratio  Increased  from  24.5  per¬ 
cent  in  the  first  seven  months  of  1974 
to  36.7  percent  in  the  first  seven  months 
of  1975. 

Imports  of  men’s  and  boys’  suits  in¬ 
creased  fnxn  1.4  million  units  in  1970 
to  1.9  million  units  in  1974.  ’The  ratios  of 
imports  to  domestic  consumption  and 
production  Increased  from  8.6  percent 
and  9.4  percent  respectively,  in  1972  to 
9.0  percent  and  9.9  percent  in  1974.  ’The 
Imports  to  production  ratio  rose  from  7.7 
percent  in  the  first  seven  months  of  1974 
to  22.1  percent  in  the  first  seven  months 
of  1975. 

The  dollar  value  of  sales  of  Cloth¬ 
ing  Increased  beginning  in  the  fourth 
quarter  of  1974  and  continued  through¬ 
out  1975.  While  production  figures  ^ow 
small  decreases  in  1974  and  the  first 
three  quarters  of  1975,  they  do  not  ac¬ 
curately  refiect  overall  production  of 
pieces.  Three  piece  suits,  which  have 
represented  an  increasing  percentage  of 
of  production  since  August  1974.  are  list¬ 
ed  as  only  one  imit. 

Employees  were  separated  during  Oc¬ 
tober  1974,  as  a  result  of  internal  difll- 
culties  at  the  firm  concerning  the  new 
fall  Une  of  dothiug.  Employinent  re¬ 
sumed  at  previouB  levels,  however,  by 
mld-Novendier  1974. 

COMCLUSKMT 

Alter  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  ocm- 
clude  that  increases  of  imports  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  men’s  and  boys’ 
suit  coats,  sportcoats  and  vests  produced 
at  Dell  Clothing  Ocmipaiiy,  New  York, 
New  York,  did  not  contribute  important¬ 


ly  to  the  total  or  partial  setparattons  ct 
the  workers  at  that  firm. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  27Ui 
day  of  January  1976. 

James  F.  Tayloe, 
Director,  Planning  and 
Evaluation  Staff. 
[FR  Doc.76-3548  FUed  3-5-76:8:46  am] 


ITA-W-843] 

B.  GLANZROCK,  INC. 

Notice  of  Negative  Determination  Regard¬ 
ing  Eligibility  To  Apply  for  WorkOT  Ad¬ 
justment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
lAbor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-343:  investigation  regarding  cmtifi- 
cation  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
Section  222  of  the  Act 
The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
November  21,  1975,  in  response  to  a 
worker  petition  received  on  that  date 
which  was  filed  by  the  Amalgamated 
Clothing  Workms  Union  on  behalf  of 
workers  and  former  workers  producing 
men’s  and  boys’  suits  and  sportcoats  at 
B.  Glanzrock,  Inc.,  New  York,  New  York. 

’The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  De¬ 
cember  4,  1975  (40  FR  56745).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was  held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  B.  Glanzrock, 
Inc.,  its  customers,  ttie  Clothing  Manu¬ 
facturers  Association  of  the  UB-A.,  the 
UB.  Department  of  Commerce,  and  the 
n.S.  International  Trrde  Commission, 
Industry  analysts,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  Section  222  of  the  'Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’ 
firm  or  an  appropriate  subdivision  ot  the 
firm  have  become  totally  or  partially 
separated,  or  are  threatened  to  become 
totally  or  partially  separated, 

(2)  That  sales  or  productioa,  or  bcih. 
of  such  firm  or  subdivision  have  de¬ 
creased  absolutely,  and 

(3)  That  Increases  of  imports  of  arti¬ 
cles  like  or  directly  competitive  with 
articles  produced  by  such  workers’  firm 
or  an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof 
contributed  importantly  to  such  total  or 
partial  separation,  or  threat  thereof,  and 
to  such  decline  in  sales  or  production. 

For  purposes  of  paragitq)h  (3).  the 
term  “contributed  lmix>rtantly”  means  a 
cause  which  is  important  but  not  neoes- 
sarily  more  Important  than  any  other 
cause. 

SmNIFICANT  total  OR  PARTIAL  SEPARATIONS 
Average  employment  of  prodactlon 
workers  at  Glanzrock  declined  17  perceik 
in  1974  compared  to  1973  anri  20  percent 
in  the  first  three  quarters  of  1975  com¬ 


pared  to  toe  same  period  in  1974.  Accord- 
Inc  to  company  officials  the  reduction  in 
employment  affected  only  its  seasonal 
empioyeea. 

SALES  OR  PRODUCTION,  OR  BOTH.  HAVE 
DECRXASXD  ASSOIf^TTEXi  iT 

Sales  by  B.  Glanzrock,  Inc.,  decreased 
22  percent  in  1974  compared  to  1973,  and 
decreased  32  F>ercent  in  the  first  tiItw 
months  of  1975  compared  to  toe  same 
period  of  1974. 

INCREASED  IMPORTS  CONTRIBUTED 
IMPORTANTLY 

Imports  Of  boys’  and  men’s  suits  In¬ 
creased  frcHn  1.4  million  units  in  1970 
to  1.9  million  units  in  1974.  The  ratios 
of  imports  to  dcnnestic  ccmsuiimtlon  and 
prodiiction  Increased  from  8.6  percent 
and  9.4  percwit,  respectively  in  1972  to 
9.0  percent  and  9.9  percent  respectively 
in  1974.  The  imports  to  production  ratio 
rose  from  7.7  percent  in  toe  first  seven 
months  of  1974  to  22.1  percent  in  the 
first  sev«i  months  of  1975. 

Imports  of  men’s  and  boys’  sportscoats 
increased  from  4.2  million  untts  in  1972 
to  4.8  million  units  in  1974.  The  ratios 
of  Imports  to  consumption  and  produc¬ 
tion  increased  from  14.6  percent  and  17.1 
percent,  respectively  in  1972  to  18.2  per¬ 
cent  and  22.3  percent,  respectively  in 
1974.  The  Imports  to  production  ratio  in¬ 
creased  from  24.5  percent  in  the  first 
seven  months  of  1974  to  36.7  percent  in 
the  first  seven  months  of  1975. 

In  recent  years  the  men’s  clothing  in¬ 
dustry  has  been  subject  to  the  adverse 
Impact  of  changes  in  fashions;  the  eco¬ 
nomic  reoes^on  and  competition  from 
lower  priced  Imported  tq^iarel.  Sales  at 
B.  Glanzrock  have  been  adversdy  af¬ 
fected  by  the  above  factors  during  1974 
and  1975.  Glanzrock,  however,  is  a  rela¬ 
tively  small  manufacturer  that  contracts 
out  most  of  its  operation.  As  orders  from 
(Ristomers  have  decreased  it  has  reduced 
emplosnnent  of  its  seasonal  employees 
only.  As  a  result  it  has  been  id]4e  to  cur¬ 
tail  opointions  while  retaining  aU  of  its 
permanent  staff. 

CONCLUSION 

After  careful  review  ot  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investlgaticm,  I  conclude 
that  Increases  in  imports  film  or  dlxucUy 
competitive  with  men’s  sportcoats  and 
suits  produced  at  B.  Glanzrock,  Inc.,  New 
Yoik,  New  Yoik,  did  not  contribute  im¬ 
portantly  to  total  or  partial  separations 
of  woikas  at  toat  firm. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  27th 
day  of  January  1976. 

James  F.  Taylor, 

Director,  Planning  and 
Evaluation  Staff. 
[FB  XXX.T6-9550  FUed  3-5-76;8:45  am] 
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L.  GREIF  &  BROTHERS 

Certification  RennHng  EligiblDty  To  Apply 
for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  vrtth  Section  223  of  the 
Tkade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
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Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-192;  Investl^tlon  regarding  certlflca- 
tlon  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker  ad¬ 
justment  assistance  as  prescribed  In  Sec¬ 
tion  222  of  the  Act. 

The  Investigation  was  Initiated  on  Sep¬ 
tember  26,  1975,  In  resp(Kise  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  that  date  which  was 
filed  by  the  Amalgamated  Clothing 
Workers  of  America  on  behalf  of  workers 
and  former  workers  producing  men’s 
suits,  sportcoats  and  pants  at  L.  Grelf  b 
Brothers,  Baltimore,  Maryland  and  the 
following  plants  all  owned  by  L.  Grelf  b 
Brothers:  the  Middlebiu^  Manufactur¬ 
ing  Company,  Hanover,  Pennsylvania; 
the  Lion  Manufacturing  Company,  Ever¬ 
ett,  Pennsylvania;  the  Bellwood  Manu¬ 
facturing  Company,  Bellwood,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania;  the  Verona  Manufacturing  Com¬ 
pany,  Verona,  Virginia;  the  Staunton 
Manufacturing  Company,  Staunton,  Vir¬ 
ginia;  and  the  G  &  H  Manufacturing 
Company,  Fredericksburg,  Virginia. 

The  notice  of  Investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  In  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR 
49617)  on  October  23,  1975.  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was  held. 

The  Informatlmi  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained  prin¬ 
cipally  fixan  ofBcials  of  L.  Grelf  & 
Brothers,  Its  custcuners  the  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce,  the  UH.  Interna¬ 
tional  Trade  Cmnmlsslon,  the  National 
Cotton  Council  of  Arnica,  Industry 
analysts,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  In  such  workers’ 
firm  or  an  appropriate  subdivision  of  the 
firm  have  become  totally  or  partially 

'  separated,  or  are  threatened  to  become 
totally  or  partially  separated, 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  such  firm  or  sitodlvlslon  have  de¬ 
creased  absolutely,  and  ^  ' 

(3)  That  increases  of  impoiis  of  ar¬ 
ticles  like  or  directly  competitive  with 
articles  produced  by  such  workers’  firm 
or  an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof 
contributed  Importantly  to  such  total  or 
partial  separation,  or  threat  thereof,  and 
to  such  decline  In  sales  or  production. 

For  purposes  of  paragraph  (3),  the 
term  “contributed  Importantly”  means4i 
cause  which  Is  Important  but  not  neces¬ 
sarily  more  important  than  any  other 
cause. 

SIGNIFICANT  TOTAL  OR  PARTIAL 
SEPARATIONS 

The  average  number  of  production 
workers  declined  14  percent  In  the  fourth 
quarter  of  1974  compared  to  the  Uke 
period  In  1973  and  declined  16  percent  In 
the  first  niTM>  mcmths  of  1975  compared 
to  the  like  period  ln.l974. 

SALES  OR  PRODTTCnOH,  OR  BOTH,  KAVI 
DBCREASBS  ABSOLUTELY 

Sales  of  men’s  suits  and  spcHtcoats 
cmistltnted  over  96  percent  of  total  sales 


at  L.  Grelf  b  Brothers  In  1974  and  1975. 
Sales,  In  quantity,  at  L.  Chrelf  b  Brothers 
declined  9l)ercent  In  the  fourth  quarter 
of  1974  ccanpared  to  the  like  p^lod  In 
1973.  Sales  In  quantity,  decreased  3S  per¬ 
cent  in  the  first  ten  months  of  1975  com¬ 
pared  to  the  like  period  In  1974. 

INCREASED  IBCPORTS  CONTRIBUTED 
IMPORTANTLY 

Imports  of  articles  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  men’s  suits  produced  at 
L.  Grelf  b  Brothers  Increased  from  875 
thousand  imlts  In  the  first  seven  months 
of  1974  to  2.0  million  units  In  the  first 
seven  months  of  1975. 

The  ratios  of  imports  of  men’s  suits 
to  domestic  production  Increased  from 
7.7  percent  In  the  first  seven  months  of 
1974  to  22.1  percent  in  tiie  first  seven 
months  of  1975. 

Imports  of  articles  Uke  or  directly 
competitive  with  men’s  sportcoats  pro¬ 
duced  at  L.  Grelf  b  Brothers  Increased 
relative  to  production  from  12.9  poxent 
in  1971  to  22.3  percent  In  1974.  Imports 
of  sportcoats  Increased  relative  to  pro¬ 
duction  from  24.5  percent  in  the  first 
seven  months  of  1974  to  36.7  percent  for 
the  same  period  in  1975. 

The  evidence  developed  in  the  De¬ 
partment’s  investigation  Indicates  that 
the  separation  of  workers  engaged  in 
the  production  of  men’s  suits  and  sport¬ 
coats  at  L.  Greif  &  Brothers  was  caused 
by  the  loss  of  sales  to  competitive  im¬ 
ports.  Major  customers  reduced  their 
purchases  fitKn  L.  Grelf  b  Brothers  be¬ 
cause  of  price  and  switched  to  Imports, 
especlaUy  from  Korea. 

CmfCLUSION 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  In  the  Investigation,  I  conclude 
that  Increases  of  Imports  like  or  dlrectiy 
competitive  with  men’s  suits  and  sport¬ 
coats  produced  at  L.  Grelf  b  Brothers, 
Baltimore,  Maryland  contributed  impor¬ 
tantly  to  the  total  or  partial  separation 
of  the  workers  at  the  plants  of  that  com¬ 
pany.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  the  Act,  I  make  the  foUowlng  certifi¬ 
cation: 

“All  homrly,  piecework,  and  salaried 
woi^ers  at  L.  Greif  li  Brothers,  Balti¬ 
more,  Maryland,  and  the  foUowing 
plants  all  owned  by  L.  Grelf  It  Bothers: 
the  Mlddleburg  Manufacturing  Com¬ 
pany,  Hanover,  Poinsylvanla;  the  Lion 
Manufacturing  CcHnpany,  Everett,  Penn¬ 
sylvania;  the  BeUwood  Manufacturing 
Company,  BeUwood,  Pennsylvania;  the 
Verona  Manufactui^g  Company,  Ve¬ 
rona,  Virginia;  the  Staunton  Manufac¬ 
turing  Company,  Staimtcm,  Virginia; 
and  the  G  It  H  Manufacturing  Company, 
Fredericksburg,  Virginia  who  become  to¬ 
tally  or  partially  separated  from  employ¬ 
ment  on  or  after  October  3, 1974  are  eU- 
glble  to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance 
tmder  Title  n.  dutoto*  2  (rf  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974". 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  27th 
day  of  January. 

«  James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Pianntno  and 
EvahuMon  Staff. 

(FB  DOC.76-SM1  FUed  9-B-7«;8:46  am] 


[Ta-W-2251 

INTERNATIONAL  RESISTANCE  Ca 
A  DIVISION  OF  TRW.  INC. 

Notice  of  Negative  Determination  Regard¬ 
ing  EiigibHity  To  Apply  for  Worker  Ad¬ 
justment  Assistance 

hi  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  cl  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA- 
W-225;  Investigation  regarding  certifica¬ 
tion  of  eUglblUty  to  apply  for  worker  ad¬ 
justment  asslst^ce  as  prescribed  In  Sec¬ 
tion  222  of  the  Act. 

The  Investigation  was  initiated  on  Oc¬ 
tober  10,  1975,  In  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  October  10,  1975. 
which  was  filed  by  the  International  Un¬ 
ion  of  Electrical,  Radio  and  Machine 
Workers,  Local  1109,  on  behalf  of  workers 
and  former  workers  producing  deposited 
carbcm  aUoy  resistors  and  metal  film  re¬ 
sistors  at  t^  Burlington,  Iowa,  plant  of 
International  Resistance  Company 
(IRC). 

’The  notice  of  Investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  In  the  Federal  Register  on  Octo¬ 
ber  21,  1975  (40  FR  49160-49161).  No 
pubUc  hearing  was  requested  and  none 
was  held. 

The  Informatlcm  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  IRC,  Its  cus¬ 
tomers,  the  UJ3.  Department  of  Cmn- 
merce,  the  UB.  International  Trade 
Commission,  the  Electronic  Industry  As- 
soclatkm.  Industry  analysts,  and  Depart¬ 
ment  ffles. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  Issue  a  certification  of  eU¬ 
glblUty  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  group  eUglbUi^  re- 
qulrments  of  Section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  in  such  woikers’ 
firm  or  an  appropriate  subdivision  of  the 
firm  have  become  totally  or  partially 
separated,  or  are  threatened  to  become 
totally  or  partially  separated, 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  such  firm  or  subdivision  have  de¬ 
creased  absolutely,  and 

(3)  That  increases  of  imports  of  arti¬ 
cles  Uke  or  directly  c(»npetitive  with  ar¬ 
ticles  produced  by  such  woikers’  firm  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof  con¬ 
tributed  Importantly  to  such  total  or 
partial  s^iaration,  or  threat  thereof,  and 
to  such  decline  In  sales  or  iHOduction. 

For  purposes  of  paragraph  (3),  the 
term  “contributed  Importantly"  means  a 
cause  which  is  important  but  not  neces¬ 
sarily  more  Important  than  any  other 
cause. 

SIGNIFICANT  TOTAL  OR  PARTIAL  SEPARATIONS 

The  average  number  of  production 
workers  Increased  19  percent  from  1973 
to  1974  and  declined  11  percent  In  the 
first  9  months  of  1975  compared  to  the 
Uke  period  1974.  Average  wedtiy  hours 
of  production  wmken  feU  3  percent 
from  1973  to  1974  and  declined  3  percent 
in  the  first  9  months  of  1975  compared 
to  the  like  period  in  1974. 
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SALES  OR  PRODUCTION.  OR  BOTH,  HAVE 
DECREASED  ABSOLUTELY 

Sales  and  production  figures  refiect  a 
10  wed£  strike  period  In  the  second  quar¬ 
ter  of  1974. 

Sales  of  deposited  carbon  alloy  de¬ 
clined  26  percent  from  1973  to  1974  and 
showed  no  change  In  the  first  nine 
months  of  1975  when  compared  to  the 
same  period  of  1974  (during  which  the 
strike  occurred) . 

Sales  of  metal  film  declined  54  percent 
from  1973  to  1974  and  declined  7  per¬ 
cent  in  the  first  nine  months  of  1975 
compared  to  the  same  period  of  the  pre¬ 
vious  year. 

Production  of  deposited  carbon  alloy 
at  the  Burlington  plant  declined  24  per¬ 
cent  from  1973  to  1974  and  declined  17 
percent  in  the  first  nine  months  of  1975 
compared  to  the  same  period  of  the  pre¬ 
vious  year. 

Production  of  metal  film  declined  51 
percent  from  1973  to  1974  and  declined 
13  percent  in  the  first  nine  months  of 
1975  compared  to  the  same  period  of  the 
previous  year. 

INCREASED  IMPORTS  CONTRIBUTED 
IMPORTANTLY 

Metal  film  resistors  and  deposited  car¬ 
bon  alloy  resistors  like  or  directly  com¬ 
petitive  with  those  produced  at  the  Bur¬ 
lington  plant  are  included  in  the  TSUSA 
basket  category  “carbon  film  and  metal 
film  resistors”.  Imports  in  this  category 
increased  from  1,146  million  pieces' in 
1973  to  1,769  million  pieces  in  1974,  then 
decreased  from  840.7  thousand  pieces  in 
the  first  half  of  1974  to  324.0  thousand 
in  the  first  half  of  1975,  a  decline  of  61 
percent. 

Deposited  carbon  alloy  resistors  are  a 
specialized  product.  IRC  is  the  sole  source 
supplier  for  most  of  its  customers.  Cus¬ 
tomers  of  IRC  fm  deposited  carbon  alloy 
resistors  decreased  purchases  due  to  poor 
domestic  economic  conditions. 

CTustomers  of  IRC  for  metal  film  re¬ 
sistors  who  decreased  purchases  either 
switched  to  domestic  competitors  or  de¬ 
creased  purchases  due  to  domestic  eco¬ 
nomic  conditions. 

CONCLUSION 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  metal  film  resistors  and 
deposited  carbon  alloy  resistors  produced 
at  the  Burlington,  Iowa  plant  of  the  In¬ 
ternational  Resistance  Company,  a  divi¬ 
sion  of  TRW,  Inc.  did  not  contribute  im¬ 
portantly  to  the  total  or  partial  separa¬ 
tions  of  the  workers  at  such  plant. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  27th 
day  of  January  1976. 

James  P.  Taylor, 

Director,  Pkmnina  and 
Evaluation  Staff. 
[FR  Doc.76-3542  FUed  2-6-76;8:46  un] 


[TA-W-2431 

K  AND  D  CLOTHING  MANUFACTURING  CO. 

Certification  Regarding  BigibilRy  To  Apply 
for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974,  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-243:  investigation  regarding  certifi¬ 
cation  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
Section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on  Oc¬ 
tober  14, 1975,  in  response  to  a  worker  pe¬ 
tition  received  on  October  14, 1975,  which 
was  filed  by  the  Amalgamated  Clothing 
Workers  of  America  on  behalf  of  workers 
and  former  workers  producing  men’s  suit 
coats  and  sportcoats  at  K  and  D  Clothing 
Manufacturing  Company,  Philadelphia, 
Pa. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  Octo¬ 
ber  30,  1975  (40  FR  50586).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  deter¬ 
mination  was  made  was  obtained  prin¬ 
cipally  from  officials  of  K  and  D  Cloth¬ 
ing  Manufacturing  Company,  its  custom¬ 
ers,  the  Clothing  Manufacturers  Associa¬ 
tion  of  the  U.SA.,  the  U.S.  Department 
of  Commerce,  the  U.S.  .International 
Trade  Commission,  industry  analysts, 
and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibilty  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’ 
firm  or  an  appropriate  subdivision  of  the 
firm  have  b^ome  totelly  or  partially 
separated,  or  are  threatesned  to  become 
totally  or  partially  separated, 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  such  firm  or  subdivision  have  de¬ 
creased  absolutely,  and 

(3)  That  increases  of  imports  of  arti¬ 
cles  like  or  directly  competitive  with  ar¬ 
ticles  produced  by  such  workers’  firm  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  such  total  or  par¬ 
tial  separation,  or  threat  thereof,  and  to 
such  decline  in  sales  or  production. 

For  purposes  of  paragraph  (3),  the 
term  “contributed  importantly”  means  a 
cause  which  is  important  but  not  neces¬ 
sarily  more  important  than  any  other 
cause. 

SIGNIFICANT  TOTAL  OR  PARTIAL  SEPARATIONS 

The  average  number  of  production 
workers  at  K  and  D  Clothing  Manufac¬ 
turing  increased  3  percoit  from  1973  to 
1974.  Average  emplosrment  of  production 
workers  declined  32  percent  in  the  first 
nine  months  of  1975  compared  to  the 
same  period  in  1974.  Average  we^ly 
hours  of  production  workers  ipcreased 
10  percent  in  1974  from  1973.  Average 


weekly  hours  of  production  workers  de¬ 
clined  23  percent  in  the  first  nine  months 
of  1975  compared  to  the  first  nine  months 
of  1974. 

SALES  OR  PRODUCTION,  OR  BOTH,  HAVE 
DECREASED  ABSOLUTELY 

Sales  of  men’s  suits  and  sportcoats  by 
K  and  D  Clothing  Manufacturing  Com¬ 
pany  declined  6  percent  in  quantity  in 
1974  from  1973.  Sales  in  the  first  nine 
months  of  1975  were  49  pmrcent  below 
sales  in  the  first  nine  months  of  1974. 

INCREASED  IMPORTS  CONTRIBUTED 
IMPORTANTLY 

Imports  of  men’s  and  boys’  suits  in¬ 
creased  from  1.4  million  units  in  1970  to 
1.9  million  units  in  1974.  The  ratios  of  im¬ 
ports  to  domestic  consumption  and  pro¬ 
duction  increased  from  8.6  percent  and 
9.4  percent,  respectively  in  1972  to  9.0 
percent  and  9.9  percent  respectively  in 
1974.  The  Imports  to  production  ratio 
rose  from  7.7  percent  in  the  first  seven 
months  of  1974  to  22.1  percent  in  the 
first  seven  months  of  1975.  Imports  of 
men’s  and  boys’  suits  increased  131  per¬ 
cent  in  the  first  seven  months  of  1975 
compared  to  the  like  period  in  1974. 

Imports  of  men’s  and  bosrs’  sportcoats 
Increased  from  4.2  million  imits  in  1972 
to  4.8  million  units  in  1974.  ’The  ratios 
of  imports  to  consumption  and  produc¬ 
tion  incref^ed  from  14.6  percent  and 
17.1  percent,  respectively,  in  1972  to  18.2 
percent  and  22.3  percent,  respectively, 
in  1974.  The  imports  to  production  ratio 
increased  from  24.5  percent  in  the  first 
seven  months  of  1974  to  36.7  percent  in 
the  first  seven  months  of  1975. 

Consumers  of  men’s  clothing  in  the 
price  range  sold  by  customers  of  K  and 
D  Clothing  are  especially  sensitive  to 
price  changes  in  clothing.  Major  retail 
chains  which  are  competitors  of  cus¬ 
tomers  of  the  companies  vdio  give  K  and 
D  Clothing  their  contracts  and  sell  men’s 
clt^ing  in  the  same  price  range  have 
increased  imports  of  less  expensive  men’s 
clothings  As  a  result,  consumers  have 
decreased,  purchases  from  K  and  D  in 
favor  of  less  expensive  imported  cloth¬ 
ing  at  these  retail  stores. 

CONCLUSION 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  men’s  suits  and  sport¬ 
coats  produced  at  K  and  D  Clothing 
Manufacturing  Company  contributed 
importantly  to  the  total  or  partial  sepa¬ 
ration  of  the  workers  at  that  firm.  In 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974, 1  make  the  following 
certification: 

“All  hourly,  piecework  and  salaried 
«nployees  at  K  and  D  Clothing  Manu¬ 
facturing  Company,  Philaddphia,  Penn¬ 
sylvania  who  l^ame  totally  or  partially 
separated  from  onployment  on  or  after 
October  3,  1974  are  eligible  to  apply  for 
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adJOBtmeofc  mwtotftnce  under  Ttfle  H, 
Cbapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of  19T4.” 

Signed  al  Wadilngtoo,  D.C^  thla  2T1ti 
day  of  January  197(L 

Jamb  P.  Tatlob, 
Director,  Plannina  and 
EvalnaUon  Staff. 
(VB  Doe.7«-S54S  FllAd  a-a-7e;8:4S  am] 


(TA-W-S46] 

EVERETT  LEVINSOHN  CORP. 

Certification  Re«rding  Eligibility  To  Apply 
for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  ct  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Depcutment  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA- 
W-34S :  Investigation  regarding  certifica¬ 
tion  of  eliglbfllty  to  ai^ly  for  worker  ad¬ 
justment  assistance  as  prescribed  In  Sec¬ 
tion  222  of  the  Act. 

The  Investigation  was  Initiated  on  No- 
vend>er  21,  1975  In  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  (m  November  21,  1975 
T^ch  was  filed  by  the  Amalgamated 
Clothing  WoAers  of  America  on  behalf 
of  workm  and  former  workers  produc¬ 
ing  men's  suits  and  sportscoats  at  the 
Everett  Levlnsohn  Co.,  New  York,  New 
York. 

The  notice  of  Investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  In  the  Federal  Register  on  Decem¬ 
ber  4,  1975  (40  FR  56747).  No  public 
heari^  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  Information  upon  which  the 
determination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  (Acials  of  the  Everett 
Levlnsohn  Ck>rporatl<m,  Its  customers, 
the  Clothing  Manufacturers  Association 
of  the  UBA.,  the  n.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  the  U.Sl  International  Trade 
Commission  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  afiOrmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  Issue  a  certification  of  eli¬ 
gibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  group  ellglbflity  re- 
quir^n^ts  cS.  Sectimi  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  numbo*  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  woikeis  In  such  workers’ 
firm  or  an  appropriate  subdivision  of  the 
firm  have  bec<mie  totally  or  partially 
separated,  or  are  threatened  to  become 
totally  or  pfuHaUy  separated, 

(2)  Ihat  sales,  producUcm,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdlvlslcm  have  decreased 
absolute,  and 

(3)  That  Increases  of  Imports  of  arti¬ 
cles  like  or  directly  cmnpetitlve  with  ar¬ 
ticles  produced  by  such  workers’  firm  or 
an  sq)propTlate  subdivision  thereof  con¬ 
tributed  Importantly  to  such  total  (x  par¬ 
tial  separation,  or  threat  thereof,  and  to 
such  decline  In  sales  or  production. 

For  purposes  of  paragraph  (3),  the 
term  “contributed  Importantly’’  means  a 
cause  which  Is  important  but  not  neces¬ 
sarily  more  important  than  any  ottier 
causa. 

SIQNinCAMT  TOTAL  OS  PABTIAL  SEPABATIOira 

TTie  average  number  of  production 
workers  at  Everett  Levlnsohn  declined  13 


percent  in  1974  compared  to  1973.  The 
average  nundaer  of  production  woricma 
deritned  94  percent  tax  the  first  nino 
montba  of  1975  conqaared  to  tile  first 
nine  months  of  1974. 

SALES  OB  PBODT7CTIOH,  OB  BOTH.  HAVE 
DBCBBASED  ABSOLUTELT 

Sales  at  Everett  Levlnsohn  declined  12 
percent  tax  1974  compared  to  1973.  Sales 
declined  42  percent  tax  the  first 
months  of  1975  compared  to  the  first 
nine  mcmths  of  1974. 

raCREASED  IMPORTS  CONTRIBUTED 
ZMPORTANTLT 

Imports  of  boys’  and  men’s  suits  In¬ 
creased  from  1.4  million  units  In  1970 
to  1.9  mlUlon  units  in  1974.  The  ratios 
of  impmrts  to  domestic  consumption  and 
production  increased  from  8.6  peromxt 
and  9.4  perc^t,  respectivtiy.  In  1972  to 
9.0  percent  and  9.9  paxmxt  reqxectlvely. 
In  1974.  The  impmrts  to  production  ratio 
rose  from  7.7  percent  In  the  first  seven 
months  of  1974  to  22.1  percent  In  the 
first  seven  months  of  1975. 

Imports  of  men’s  and  boys’  spmtcoats 
Increased  from  4.2  miUlmx  unite  In  1972 
to  4.8  mllllmx  unite  In  1974.  Ihe  ratios  of 
Imports  to  consunmtimx  and  production 
Increased  from  14.6  percent  and  17.1 
percent,  reflectively.  In  1972  to  18J  per¬ 
cent  and  22.3  pmuent,  respectively.  In 

1974.  Ihe  imports  to  production  ratio  in¬ 
creased  frmn  24.5  percent  In  the  first 
seven  months  of  1974  to  36.7  percmxt  tax 
the  first  sevoi  months  of  1975. 

The  Departments’  investigation  Indi¬ 
cates  that  employment  and  iHOduction  at 
Everett  Levlnsohn  has  been  adversely 
affected  by  Increased  Imports  of  cloth¬ 
ing.  Consumers  at  high  volume,  low-price 
retail  stores  have  demanded  chem?er 
men’s  clotixlng.  As  a  restdt,  Levlnsohn’s 
customers  have  decreased  purchases  of 
Its  men’s  clothing  In  favor  of  less  excpen- 
slve  Imported  clothing. 

CONCLUSIOK 

Aftnr  careful  review  of  the  facte  ob¬ 
tained  tax  the  Investlgatkm,  I  conclude 
that  Increases  of  tanporte  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  men’s  suite  and  spcwt- 
coate  produced  at  Ev««tt  Levlnsohn 
Corporation  contributed  Importantly  to 
the  total  or  partial  sfxaration  of  the 
workers  of  that  firm.  In  accordance  with 
the  provisions  ci  the  Act,  I  make  the 
following  c^tlflcatlon: 

'•An  houiiy  and  piecework  employees 
at  Everett  Levlnsohn  Cknrpwatton  vdxo 
became  totally  or  partially  separated 
from  enxployment  on  or  after  April  6, 

1975,  are  digible  to  f?ply  for  adjust¬ 
ment  asslstaxxce  under  Title  n.  Chapter  2 
of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974.** 

Signed  at  Washtaxgton.  D.C.,  this  27th 
day  January  1976. 

Hebbebt  N.  Biacemaw. 

Associate  Depots  Under  Seere- 
tarv  for  Trade  and  Adfuet- 
mentPoUes. 

(VB  Doe.7e-8Hl  VUsd  sml 


(TA-W-g44] 

CHARLES  UEBMAN  A  BROTHER.  INC. 

Notice  of  Negative  Detarminatioii  Regard* 

big  EHi^bMity  To  Apply  ^  Worker  Ad¬ 
justment  Astistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  ot  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-244:  Investigation  regSr^ng  certifica¬ 
tion  of  eligibility  to  aindy  for  wort:er 
adjustmfxt  assistance  as  prescribed  tax 
Section  222  of  the  Act 

The  Investigation  was  Initiated  (»x  Oc¬ 
tober  14,  1975,  In  response  to  a  worker 
petitimx  receiving  on  October  14,  1975, 
which  was  filed  by  the  Amalgamated 
Clothing  Workers  ot  Amoica  on  b^alf 
of  workers  and  former  workers  produc¬ 
ing  suite  aixd  sportcoats  at  Charles  IJd> 
man  ft  Brother,  Incorporated,  Philadel¬ 
phia.  Pennsylvania. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  tax  the  Fedebal  Rbgistbb  on  Octo¬ 
ber  30.  1975  (40  PH  50585).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

Hxe  Information  upon  which  the  deter¬ 
mination  was  made  was  otbalned  prin¬ 
cipally  from  olOclals  of  Charles  LldMnan 
ft  Brother,  Inc.,  Its  customers,  the  UB. 
Department  of  Cmxxmerce,  the  UB.  inter¬ 
national  Trade  Commission,  the  Cloth¬ 
ing  Manufacturers  Association  of  the 
TJBJl,  Industry  analysts,  and  Depart¬ 
ment  files. 

In  (Hder  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  issue  a  certification  of  eli¬ 
gibility  to  aKdy  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  group  dlglblllty  re¬ 
quirements  of  Sectimx  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  nxat  a  significant  number  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  tax  such  workers’ 
firm  or  an  appnvrlate  subdivision  of  the 
firm  have  become  totally  or  parttelly  sep¬ 
arated.  or  are  tixreatened  to  become 
totally  or  partially  separated. 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  sxxdx  firm  or  subdlvlslacx  have  de¬ 
creased  abs(Autdy.  and 

(3)  That  Increases  of  tanporte  of  arti¬ 
cles  like  or  directly  competitive  with  ar¬ 
ticles  produced  by  such  workers’  firm  or 
an  lUKxroprlate  8ubdlvlsl(m  thereof  con- 
trfiNited  Importantly  to  such  total  or  par¬ 
tial  s^xaratioix.  or  threat  thereof,  and  to 
such  decline  In  sales  or  production. 

For  the  punxnes  of  paragn^A  (3), 
the  term  “contributed  Importantly” 
means  a  cause  which  Is  Important  but 
not  necessarily  more  Important  tbim  any 
other  cause. 

SIGNinCAIfT  TOTAL  OB  PARTIAL 
SEPARATIONS 

Lidtxman  did  not  lay  off  woriiers  dur¬ 
ing  1973-1975,  but  did  reduce  average 
we^ly  hours  for  all  production  workers. 
Average  weekly  hours  declined  6  percent 
from  1973  to  1974  Average  weekly  hours 
declined  19  percent  tax  the  first  three 
quarteiB  of  1975  compared  to  the  same 
period  of  1974. 
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SALES  OR  PRODUCTION,  OR  BOTH,  HAVE 
DECREASED  ABSOLUTELY 

Total  sales  increased  3  percent  fnmi 
1973  to  1974.  Total  sales  declined  16  per¬ 
cent  in  the  first  three  quarters  of  1975 
compared  to  the  like  period  of  1974. 

Total  productitm  declined  11  percent 
freon  1973  to  1974.  Total  production  de¬ 
clined  27  percent  in  the  first  three  quar¬ 
ters  of  1975  compared  to  the  first  three 
quarters  of  1974.  Sportcoat  production 
declined  71  percent  in  the  first  three 
quarters  of  1975  compared  to  the  first 
three  quarters  of  1974.  Suit  production 
increased  45  percent  during  the  same 
period. 

INCREASED  IMPORTS  CONTRIBUTED 
IMPORTANTLY 

Imports  of  men’s  and  boys’  sportcoats 
increased  from  4.2  million  units  in  1972 
to  4.8  million  units  in  1974.  The  ratios  of 
imports  to  consumption  and  production 
increased  from  14.6  percent  and  17.1 
percent  respectively  in  1972  to  18.2  per¬ 
cent  and  22.3  percent  in  1974.  The  I/P 
ratio  increased  from  24.5  percent  in  the 
first  seven  months  of  1974  to  36.7  percent 
in  the  first  seven  months  of  1975. 

Imports  of  men’s  and  boys’  suits  in¬ 
creased  from  1.4  million  units  in  1970  to 
1.9  million  units  in  1974.  The  ratios  of 
imports  to  domestic  consumption  and 
production  increased  from  8.6  percent 
and  9.4  percent  respectively,  in  1972  to 
9.0  percent  and  9.9  percent  in  1974.  The 
I/P  ratio  rose  from  7.7  percent  in  the 
first  seven  months  of  1974  to  22.1  percent 
in  the  first  seven  months  of  1975. 

The  decline  in  liebman’s  production 
resulted  entirely  from  a  decrease  in  pro¬ 
duction  of  sportcoats.  Production  of  suits 
has  increased  in  each  year  since  1973. 

Liebman’s  retail  customers  reduced 
purchases  in  response  to  consumer  tastes. 
These  consumers  have  Increaingly  pre¬ 
ferred  leisure  suits  to  sportcoats  and 
trousers  for  casual  wear.  As  a  result,  the 
demand  for  sportcoats  has  declined 
sharply.  None-  of  Liebman’s  customers 
surveyed  switched  to  imported  leisure 
suits. 

CONCLUSION 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  Investigation,  I  conclude 
that  Increases  of  imports  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  suits  and  sportcoats 
produced  at  Charles  Liebman  &  Brother, 
Incorporated.  Philadelphia,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  did  not  contribute  Importantly  to 
the  total  or  partial  separations  of  work¬ 
ers  at  such  plant. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  27th 
day  of  January  1976. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director. 

Planning  and  Evaluation  Staff.  ^ 
[PR  Doc.76-3544  PUed  2-6-76:8:46  am] 

[TA-W-8491 

LISH  ENTERPRISE.  INC. 

Notice  of  Negative  Determination  Regard¬ 
ing  El^bHity  To  Ap|^  for  Woricer  Ad¬ 
justment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
’Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 


Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-349:  Inves^ation  regarding  oeHlfica- 
tion  of  eligibility  to  ai^  tor  worker  ad¬ 
justment  assistance  as  prescribed  in  Sec¬ 
tion  222  of  the  Act. 

The  Investigation  was  initiated  on 
November  21, 1975  in  response  to  a  work¬ 
er  petition  received  on  that  date  whldi 
was  filed  by  the  Massachusetts  Joint 
Board  of  Millinery  Woik:ers  Union  on 
behalf  of  former  workers  producing  fake 
fur  hats  at  Lish  Enterprise,  Incorporated, 
West  Upton,  Massachusetts. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  Decem¬ 
ber  9.  1975  (40  FR  57410).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  deter¬ 
mination  was  made  was  obtained  prin¬ 
cipally  from  officials  of  Lish  Enterprise, 
Incorporated,  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  the  U.S.  International  Trade 
Commission,  the  Millinery  Workers 
Union,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’ 
firm  or  an  appropriate  subdivision  of  the 
firm  have  become  totally  or  partially 
separated,  or  are  threatened  to  become 
totally  or  partially  separated, 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  such  firm  or  subdivision  have  de¬ 
creased  absolutely,  and 

(3)  That  increases  of  imports  of  arti¬ 
cles  like  or  directly  competitive  with 
articles  produced  by  such  workers’  firm 
or  an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof 
contributed  importantly  to  such  total  or 
partial  sepaartion,  or  threat  thereof,  suid 
to  such  decline  in  sales  or  production. 

For  purposes  of  paragraph  (3) ,  the 
term  “contributed  importimtly’’  means 
a  cause  which  is  importeuit  but  not  neces¬ 
sarily  more  important  than  any  other 
cause. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial  Separa¬ 
tions.  The  number  of  workers  at  the 
West  Upton  plant  declined  14  percent  in 
1974  compared  to  1973.  All  employment 
at  the  plant  terminated  in  December 
1975. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have  De¬ 
creased  Absolutely.  Hat  shipments  in¬ 
creased  51  percent  in  value  and  hat  pro¬ 
duction  increased  by  sdiout  40  percent  in 
volume  from  1973  to  1974.  Hat  produc¬ 
tion  and  sales  from  the  West  Upton  plant 
terminated  in  December  1974.  The  com¬ 
pany  shifted  hat  production  to  New  Bed¬ 
ford,  Massachusetts  in  1975.  The  com¬ 
pany  ceased  hat  production  in  Septem¬ 
ber  1975. 

Increased  Imports  Contributed  Im¬ 
portantly.  Imports  of  fake  fur  hats  like 
or  directly  c<xnpetitive  with  fake  fur 
hats  produced  at  Lish  Enterprise,  Incor¬ 
porated  declined  from  1.5  million  dozen 
in  1972  to  946  thousand  dozen  In  1974. 
Imports  for  the  first  dght  months  of 
1975  were  607  thousand  dozen  compared 
to  624  thousand  dozen  for  the  same  pe¬ 
riod  in  1974. 


In  the  course  of  the  investigation  it 
was  discovered  that  the  company  closed 
Its  West  Upton  plant  because  of  the  im¬ 
minent  loss  of  the  lease  to  that  facility 
and  the  desire  to  move  to  New  Bedford, 
Massachusetts  to  be  near  the  company’s 
major  sewing  contractor.  In  1975  fake 
fur  hat  mroductiem  was  resumed  in  New 
Bedford  at  reduced  levels  compared  to 
1974  company  production.  The  reduced 
production  is  attributable  to  the  in¬ 
ability  to  extend  credit  to  potential  cus¬ 
tomers;  to  fashion  changes  that  has 
diminished  the  market  for  fake  fur  hats; 
and  to  the  decision  to  utilize  available 
production  space  for  the  manufacture  of 
women’s  garments. 

Major  customers  of  Lish  Enterprise  in¬ 
dicated  they  had  shifted  to  other  domes¬ 
tic  suppliers  of  fake  fur  hats  when  Lish 
stopped  productiCHi  of  fake  fur  hats. 

Conclusion.  After  careful  review  of  the 
facts  obtained  in  the  investigation,  1  con¬ 
clude  that  increases  of  imports  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  fake  fur  hats 
produced  at  Lish  Enterprise,  Incorpor¬ 
ated,  West  Upton,  Massachusetts  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  the  total  or 
partial  separation  of  the  workers  of  that 
firm. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  10th 
day  of  January  1976. 

Herbert  N.  Blackman, 
Associate  Deputy  Under  Secretary, 

Trade  and  Adjustment  Policy. 

IPR  Doc.76-3562  Filed  2-6-76;8:45  am] 

lTA-W-3731 

MANHATTAN  COAT  CO. 

Certification  Regarding  Eligibiiity  To  Apply 
for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-373;  invest^ation  regarding  certifica¬ 
tion  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker  ad¬ 
justment  assistance  as  prescribed  in  Sec¬ 
tion  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on  De¬ 
cember  5,  1975  in  response  to  a  worker 
petiti(m  received  on  December  5,  1975 
which  was  filed  by  the  Amalgamated 
CloUiing  Workers  of  America  on  behalf 
of  workers  and  former  workers  produc¬ 
ing  men’s  suit  coats,  vests  and  sport  coats 
at  the  New  York  City  plant  of  Manhattan 
Coat  Corporation. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  De¬ 
cember  22, 1975  (40  FR  59273) .  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was  held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Manhattan 
Coat  Corporation,  its  customers,  the 
Clothing  Manufacturers  Association  of 
the  U.S.A.,  the  U.S.  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  issue  a  certifiation  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance.  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met; 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’ 
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firm  or  an  appropriate  subdivision  of  the 
firm  have  become  totally  or  partially 
separated,  or  are  threatened  to  bec<Mne 
totally  or  partially  separated, 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  such  firm  or  subdivision  have  de¬ 
creased  absolutely,  and 

(3)  That  increases  of  imports  of 
articles  like  or  directly  competitive  with 
articles  produced  by  such  workers’  firm 
or  an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof 
contributed  importantly  to  such  total  or 
partial  separation,  or  threat  thereof,  and 
to  such  decline  in  sales  or  production. 

For  piirposes  of  paragraph  (3),  the 
term  “contributed  importantly”  means  a 
cause  which  is  Important  but  not  neces¬ 
sarily  more  Important  than  any  other 
cause. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial  Separa¬ 
tions.  The  average  number  of  production 
workers  at  Manhattan  Coat  declined  21 
percent  in  1974  cmnpared  to  1973. 

The  average  niunber  of  production 
workers  declined  by  10  percent  in  the 
first  nine  months  of  1975  cmnpared  to 
the  first  nine  months  of  1974. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have  De¬ 
creased  Ahsolutely.  Production  of  men’s 
suit  coats,  vests  and  sportcoats  at  Man¬ 
hattan  Coat  decreased  by  43  percent  In 
the  first  nine  months  of  1975  compared 
to  the  like  period  in  1974. 

Increased  Imports  Contributed  Im¬ 
portantly.  Imports  directly  competitive 
with  those  produced  at  Manhattan  Coat 
Corporation  Increased  from  1971  to  1974. 
Imports  of  men’s  and  boys’  suits  have 
increased  relative  to  domestic  consmnp- 
tion  and  production  in  each  year  from 
1971  to  1973.  While  imports  of  men’s  and 
boys’  suits  fell  slightly  in  1974  compared 
to  1973  the  ratios  of  Imports  to  domestic 
production  and  consumption  in  1974  of 
9.9  percent  and  9.0  percent  respectively 
were  well  above  the  1971-1973  average 
of  8.6  percent  and  7.8  percent,  respec¬ 
tively.  The  ratio  of  imports, to  domestic 
production  increased  from '7.7  percMit 
in  the  first  seven  months  of  1974  to  22.1 
percent  in  the  first  seven  months  of 
1974  to  22.1  percent  in  the  first  seven 
months  of  1975. 

Imports  of  men’s  and  boys’  sport  coats 
increased  their  share  of  the  domestic 
market  each  year  from  1972  to  1974.  The 
ratio  of  imports  to  domestic  production 
and  consumption  increased  17.1  percent 
and  14.6  percent  respectively  in  1972  to 
22.3  percent  and  18.2  respectively  in  1974. 
The  ratio  of  imports  to  domestic  produc¬ 
tion  increased  from  24.5  percent  in  the 
first  seven  months  of  1974  to  36.7  percent 
in  the  first  seven  months  of  1975. 

The  Department’s  investigation  indi¬ 
cated  that  emplojrment  and  production 
at  Manhattan  Coat  were  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  increased  imports  of  men’s 
clothing. 

Customers  of  the  clothing  manufac¬ 
turers  that  Manhattan  Coat  sui^lled 
decreased  purchases  of  their  men’s 
clothing  in  favor  of  less  expensive 
Imports. 

Conclusion.  After  careful  review  of  the 
facts  obtained  In  the  Investigation.  I 
conclude  tfaai  Increases  of  imports  Uke 
or  directly  competitive  with  men’s  suits. 


vests  and  sport  coats  produced  at  the 
Manhattan  Coat  Corporatibn’s  New 
York  plant  contributed  importantly  to 
the  total  or  partial  s^?aratk>n  of  the 
workers  at  that  plant.  In  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Act,  I  make 
the  following  certification: 

“AH  hourly,  piecework,  and  salaried 
workers  engaged  in  employment  r^ted 
to  the  production  of  men’s  suit  coats, 
vests  and  sportcoats  at  the  New  York 
plant  who  became  totally  or  partially 
separated  from  onployment  on  or  after 
December  28,  1974  are  eligible  to  apply 
for  adjustment  assistance  under  Title  n. 
Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974.” 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  27th 
day  of  January  1976. 

James  P.  Taylor, 
Director, 

Planning  and  Evaluation  Staff. 

IFR  Doc.76-3554  FUed  2-5-76;8;45  am] 


lTA-W-370] 

MR.  NED,  INC. 

Notice  of  Negative  Determination  Regard* 
ing  Eligibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Ad¬ 
justment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-370:  investigation  regarding  certifi¬ 
cation  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjust¬ 
ment  assistance  as  prescribed  in  Section 
222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on  De¬ 
cember  5,  1975  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  that  date  which  was 
filed  by  the  Amalgamated  Clothing 
Works’s  of  America  cm  behalf  of  workers 
and  former  workers  producing  men’s  and 
women’s  suits,  sportcoats,  pants  and 
overcoats  at  the  New  York  City  plant  of 
Mr.  Ned,  Inc.  The  investigation  was  ex¬ 
panded  to  include  an  additional  New 
York,  New  York  plant  of  Mr.  Ned. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  De¬ 
cember  22,  1975  (40  FR  59275) .  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was  hdd. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Mr.  Ned,  Inc., 
its  customers,  the  Clothing  Manufactur¬ 
ers  Association  of  the  U.SA.,  the  Depcurt- 
ment  of  Commerce,  the  International 
Trade  Commission,  and  Department 
files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustinoit  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eliglbilMy  re¬ 
quirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  pro¬ 
portions  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’ 
firm  or  an  appropriate  subdivision  of  the 
firm  have  become  totally  or  partially 
separated. 

(2)  That  sales  or  productkm.  or  both, 
of  such  firm  or  subdivision  have  de¬ 
creased  absolutely,  and 

(3)  That  increases  (rf  Imports  of  arti¬ 
cles  like  or  directly  oompetitive  with 
articles  produced  by  such  workers’  firm 


or  an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof 
contributed  importantly  to  such  total  or 
partial  separation,  or  threat  thereof,  and 
to  such  decline  in  sales  or  production. 

For  purposes  pcu'agraph  (3),  the 
term  “contributed  importantly”  means  a 
cause  which  is  important  but  not  neces¬ 
sarily  more  important  than  any  other 
caiEse. 

Without  regard  to  whether  any  of  the 
other  criteria  have  been  met,  criterion 
(1)  has  not  be^  met: 

Employment  at  Mr.  Ned.  Inc.,  in¬ 
creased  8  percent  in  1974  compared  to 
1973  and  remained  unchanged  in  the 
first  nine  mcmths  of  1975  compared  to 
the  like  period  in  1974. 

Conclusion.  After  careful  review  of  the 
facts  obtained  in  the  investigation.  I  con¬ 
clude  that  a  significant  number  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  of  the  New  York, 
New  York  plants  of  Mr.  Ned,  Inc.,  have 
not  become  totally  or  partially  sepcuated 
from  employment  as  required  in  Section 
222  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  27th 
day  of  January  1976. 

Herbert  N.  Blackman, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Trade  and  Adjustment  Policy. 

IPR  Doc.76-3653  Piled  2-6-78:8:46  ami 


[TA-W-161 

BROWN  SHOE  CO. 

Notice  of  Revised  Certification  of  El^bility 
To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment  Assist¬ 
ance 

Following  a  Department  of  Labor  in¬ 
vestigation  under  Section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (88  Stat.  2019)  and 
in  accordance  with  Section  223(a)  of 
such  Act.  on  June  26,  1975  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Labor  issued  a  certlflcaticm  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance  applicatJe  to  certain  workers  and 
former  workers  of  the  Salem,  Illinois 
plant  of  Brown  Shoe  Cmnpsny  (TA-W- 
15) .  The  notice  of  certification  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR 
29574)  on  July  14.  1975. 

On  the  basis  of  a  fiuther  showing  and 
further  investigation  by  the  Acting  Di¬ 
rector  of  the  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance,  the  certiflcatiim  Issued  by 
the  Department  on  June  26, 1975  Is  here¬ 
by  revised  to  change  the  Impact  date  to 
Include  within  the  coverage  of  the  cer¬ 
tification  additional  workers  who  became 
totally  or  partially  separated.  Such  re¬ 
vised  certification  is  hereby  made  as 
follows: 

“All  homly,  piecework  and  salaried 
employees  of  the  Salem.  Illinois  plant 
of  Brown  Shoe  Company  who  became 
totally  or  partially  separated  from  em¬ 
ployment  on  or  after  October  3. 1974  are 
eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance  under  Title  n.  Chapter  2  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974.” 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  24th 
day  of  January  1976. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director, 

Planning  and  Evaluation  Staff. 

(PR  Doc.78-3560  Piled  2-6-76;8:46  am] 
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ITA-W-338] 

STETSON  DEE  CLOTHES,  INC. 

Notic*  of  N«gativ»  Determination  Regard¬ 
ing  EligibHity  To  Awly  for  Worlier 
justment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-338:  Investigation  regarding  certifi¬ 
cation  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  In 
Section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  Investigation  was  Initiated  on 
November  14,  1975  in  response  to  a 
worker  petition  received  on  Novem¬ 
ber  14,  1975  which  was  filed  on  behalf 
of  former  workers  producing  men’s 
tailored  suit  coats  and  sportcoats  at 
Stetson  Dee  Clothes,  Inc. 

The  notice  of  Investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  In  the  Federal  Register  on  No¬ 
vember  26,  1975  (40  PR  54893) .  No  pub¬ 
lic  hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  Information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  former  ofiBcials  of 
Stetson  Dee  Clothes,  Inc.,  the  receiver 
appointed  by  the  Circuit  Court  of  Bal¬ 
timore  City,  the  UJS.  Department  of 
Commerce,  the  UB.  International  Trade 
Commission,  Industry  analysis,  and  De¬ 
partment  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  Issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  In  such  workers’ 
firm  or  an  appropriate  subdivision  of  the 
firm  have  become  totally  or  partially 
separated,  or  are  threatened  to  become 
totally  or  partially  separated, 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  such  firm  or  subdivision  have  de¬ 
creased  absolutely,  and 

(3)  ’That  increases  of  Imports  of  arti¬ 
cles  like  or  directly  competitive  with 
articles  produced  by  such  workers’  firm 
or  an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof 
contributed  Importantly  to  such  total  or 
partial  separation,  or  threat  thereof,  and 
to  such  decline  in  sales  or  production. 

For  purposes  of  paragraph  (3),  the 
term  “contributed  importantly’’  means  a 
cause  which  Is  Important  but  not  neces¬ 
sarily  more  Important  than  any  other 
cause. 

Without  regard  to  whether  any  of  the 
above  criteria  have  been  met,  the  De¬ 
partment’s  Investigation  indicates  that 
all  worker  separations  occiured  more 
than  one  year  prior  to  the  date  of  the 
petition  (September  16, 1975) . 

Section  223(b)  (1)  of  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974  states  that  a  certification  shall  ZK>t 
apply  to  any  worker  whose  last  total  or 
partial  separation  from  the  firm  or  ap¬ 
propriate  subdivision  thereof  occurred 
more  than  one  year  before  the  date  of  the 
petition  on  which  certification  is  granted. 
All  workers  engaged  in  employment  re¬ 
lated  to  the  production  at  men’s  tailored 
suit  coats  and  sportcoats  were  separated 
during  October  1973. 


Conclusion,  After  careful  review  of  the 
facts  obtained  In  ttie  Investlgatlotii,  I 
conclude  that  the  total  or  partial  separa¬ 
tions  of  the  workers  engaged  in  emi^oy- 
ment  related  to  the  production  of  men’a 
tailored  suit  coats  and  sportcoats  pro¬ 
duced  at  Stetson  Dee  Cfiothes,  Inc.,  Bal¬ 
timore,  Maryland  occurred  at  the  time 
of  the  closing  of  the  plant  in  October 
1973  and,  therefore,  t^t  such  workers 
are  ineligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  27th 
day  of  January  1976. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director, 

Planning  and  Evaluation  Staff. 

IFR  Doc.76-3549  Piled  2-5-76:8:45  am] 


[TA--W-275] 

UNITED  STATES  SHOE  CORP. 

Certification  Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply 

for  Worker  Adiustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
’Trade  Act  of  1974  the  D^artment  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-275:  investigation  regarding  certifi¬ 
cation  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  In 
Section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on  Oc¬ 
tober  30,  1975  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  October  30,  1975 
which  was  filed  by  former  workers  of 
United  States  Shoe  Corporation  formerly 
producing  children’s,  boys’  and  girls’,  and 
teenagers’  shoes  at  the  Marionville,  Mis¬ 
souri  plant. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  No¬ 
vember  11, 1975  (40  FR  52678) .  No  pubUc 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtaii^ 
principally  from  officials  of  UB.  Shoe 
Corporation,  its  customers,  American 
Footwear  Industries  Association,  indus¬ 
try  analysts,  and  D^>artment  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  issue  a  certification  of  eligi¬ 
bility  to  a^^ly  for  adjustment  assistance, 
each  of  the  group  eligibility  require¬ 
ments  of  Section  222  of  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  ’That  a  significant  number  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’ 
firm  or  an  8q}propriate  subdivision  of  the 
firm  have  become  totally  or  partially 
separated,  or  are  threatened  to  become 
totally  or  partially  separated. 

(2)  ’That  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  such  firm  or  subdivision  have  de¬ 
creased  abscdutely,  and 

(3)  ’That  Increases  of  Imports  of 
articles  like  or  directly  competitive  with 
articles  produced  by  workers’  firm  or  an 
appropriate  subdivision  thereof  contrib¬ 
uted  importantly  to  such  total  or  partial 
separated,  or  threat  th^ieof .  and  to  such 
decline  in  sales  or  producttoiL 

For  purposes  of  paragraph  (S).  the 
term  “contributed  importantly"  means  a 
cause  which  is  important  but  not  neces¬ 


sarily  more  important  than  any  other 

cause. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial  Separa¬ 
tions.  The  average  number  of  production 
workers  declined  11.3  percent  in  the  first 
seven  wedis  of  1975  compared  to  the 
like  period  in  1974.  Average  weekly  hours 
declined  31.7  percent  in  the  first  seven 
weeks  of  1975  compared  to  the  like  pe¬ 
riod  in  1974. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have  De¬ 
creased  Absolutely.  Production  at  the 
Marionville  plant  declined  18.9  percent 
in  the  first  seven  weeks  of  1975  compared 
to  the  first  seven  weeks  of  1974.  The 
plant  closed  February  15,  1975. 

Increased  Imports  Contributed  Im¬ 
portantly.  Imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  those  produced 
at  Marionville  increased  from  1970  to 
1974. 

The  ratios  of  children’s  nonrubber  shoe 
Imports  to  domestic  production  and 
consumption  increased  from  58.8  percent 
and  37.0  percent,  respectively  in  1973  to 

63.2  percent  and  38.7  percent,  respec¬ 
tively  in  1974. 

The  ratios  of  youths’  and  boys’  non¬ 
rubber  shoe  imports  to  domestic  pro¬ 
duction  and  consumption  Increased 
from  29.4  percent  and  22.7  percent,  re¬ 
spectively  in  1973  to  39.3  percent  and 

28.2  percent,  respectively  in  1974. 

’The  evidence  developed  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment’s  Investigation  indicates  that  the 
separation  of  workers  engaged  in  em¬ 
ployment  related  to  the  production  of 
children’s,  hoys’  and  girls’  and  teen¬ 
agers’  nonrubber  shoes  was  caused  by 
the  Increase  of  competitive  imports. 

The  company  ceased  shoe  production 
at  its  Mari(Hiville  plant  because  it  could 
not  compete  at  a  profitable  level  with 
imports.  Major  '  customers  indicated 
that  the  percentage  of  Imported  shoes 
purchased  from  U.S.  Shoe  Corp.  over 
the  last  few  years  has  constituted  a 
steetoily  increasing  share  of  their  total 
purchases. 

Conclusion.  After  careful  review  of 
the  facts  obtained  in  the  investigation, 

I  conclude  that  increases  of  imports  like 
or  directly  competitive  with  children’s, 
boys’  and  girls’,  and  teenagers’  nonrub¬ 
ber  shoes  produced  at  the  Marionville, 
Missouri  plant  contributed  importantly 
to  the  total  or  partial  separation  of  the 
woikers  of  that  plant.  In  accordance 
^th  the  provisions  of  the  Act,  I  make 
the  following  certification: 

“All  hourly,  piecework,  and  salaried 
workers  engaged  in  employment  related 
to  the  production  of  children’s  boys’  and 
girls’,  and  teenagers’  shoes  at  the  Ma¬ 
rionville  plant  of  the  UB.  Shoe  Corpor¬ 
ation  who  became  totally  or  partially 
separated  from  emidoyment  on  or  after 
October  26,  1974  are  eligible  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  under  Title  n. 
Chapter  2  of  the  'Trade  Act  of  1974.’’ 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  27th 
day  of  January  1976. 

Herbert  N.  Blackbun, 
Associate  Deputy  Under  Secretary 
for  Trade  and  Adjustment  Policy. 
IFB  Doc.76-5847  FUed  2-8-76:8:45  am] 
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tTA-W-5691 

ALLEN-BRADLEY  COMPANY 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Ap^  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

On  January  23,  1976,  the  Departmwit 
of  Labor  received  a  petition  filed  under 
Section  221(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974 
(“the  Act”)  by  the  United  Electrical,  Ra¬ 
dio  and  Machine  Workers  of  America, 
UE  on  behalf  of  the  workers  and  former 
workers  of  Allen-Bradley  Company, 
Milwaukee,  Wisconsin  (TA-W-569) . 

Accordingly,  the  Acting  Director,  Of¬ 
fice  of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance, 
Bureau  of  International  Labor  Affairs, 
has  instituted  an  investigation  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  Section  221(a)  of  the  Act  and 
29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigaticm  is  tx> 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  Imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  electric  motor 
control  and  dectronic  components  i»x>- 
duced  by  Allen-Bradley  Cranpany,  or  an 
appropriate  subdivision  thereof  have 
contributed  Importantly  to  an  absolute 
decline  in  sales  or  producUmi,  or  both, 
of  such  firm  or  suMlvlslon  and  to  the 
actual  or  threatened  total  or  partial 
separation  of  a  significant  number  oi 
proportion  of  the  workers  of  such  firm 
or  subdivision.  The  investigation  will 
further  relate,  as  appropriate,  to  the  de¬ 
termination  of  the  date  on  which  total 
or  partial  separaticois  began  or  threat¬ 
ened  to  begin  and  the  subdivision  of  the 
firm  involved.  A  group  meeting  the  eli¬ 
gibility  requirements  of  Section  222  of 
the  Act  will  be  certified  as  eligible  to 
apply  for  adjustment  assistance  imder 
Title  n,  CHiapter  2,  of  the  Act  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  provisions  of  Sub¬ 
part  B  of  29  CFR  Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  Interest  in  the  subject  matter 
of  the  investigation  may  request  a  pub¬ 
lic  hearing,  provided  such  request  Is  filed 
in  writing  wAJi  the  Acting  Director,  Of¬ 
fice  of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at 
the  address  shown  below,  not  later  ^an 
February  16, 1976. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  Is  avail¬ 
able  for  Inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Acting  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  International 
Labor  Affairs,  n.S.  Department  of  Labor, 
3rd  St.  and  Constitution  Ave.,  N.W., 
Washington,  DC.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  23rd 
day  of  January  1976. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 
Acting  Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

[PR  Doc.76-3675  Piled  2-5-76:8:46  am] 


lTA-W-5651 

E.  L  BRUCE  COMPANY.  INC. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Ap^  for  Worker  Adjustmonl 
Assistance 

On  January  23,  1976,  the  Department 
of  Labor  received  a  petition  filed  under 


Section  221(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974 
(“the  Act”)  (m  btiiall  of  the  wwkaa 
and  former  workers  of  the  Chesapeake. 
Virginia  plant  of  K  L.  Bruce  Company, 
Inc.,  Memphis,  Tennessee  (TA-W-665). 

Accordingly,  the  Acting  Director,  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  Bureau 
of  International  Labor  Affairs,  has  Insti¬ 
tuted  an  investigation  as  provided  in 
Section  221(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CFR 
90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  wall  paneling 
produced  by  E.  L.  Bruce  Cmnpany,  Inc., 
or  an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof 
have  (KHitributed  importantly  to  an  ab¬ 
solute  decline  in  sales  or  production,  or 
both,  of  such  firm  or  subdivision  and  to 
the  actual  or  threatened  total  or  partial 
separation  of  a  significant  number  or 
proportion  of  the  workers  of  such  firm 
or  subdivision.  The  investigation  will  fur¬ 
ther  relate,  as  apprc^riate,  to  the  deter¬ 
mination  of  the  date  on  which  total  or 
partial  separations  began  or  threatened 
to  begin  and  the  subdivision  of  the  firm 
involved.  A  group  meeting  the  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act 
will  be  certified  as  eligible  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  under  Title  n. 
Chapter  2,  of  the  Act  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  Subpart  B  of  29  CFR 

Part  90.  _ 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  parson  showing  a 
substantial  Interest  in  the  subject  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  Investigation  may  request  a 
public  hearing,  provided  such  request 
is  filed  in  writing  with  the  Acting  Direc¬ 
tor,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  Assist¬ 
ance,  at  the  address  shown  below,  not 
later  than  February  16, 1976. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Acting  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  International 
Labor  Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor, 
3rd  St.  and  Constitution  Ave.,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  23rd 
day  of  January  1976. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 
[FR  Doc.76-3676  Piled  2-6-76;8:45  am] 

[TA-W-662] 

CRESCENT 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

On  January  23,  1976,  the  Department 
of  Labor  received  a  petition  filed  under 
Section  221(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974 
(“the  Act”)  by  the  International  Associ¬ 
ation  of  Machinists  and  Aerospace  Work¬ 
ers,  on  behalf  of  the  workers  and  former 
workers  of  Crescent,  Jamestown,  New 
York,  a  dlvlsi<m  of  Cooper  Industries, 
InCn  Houston,  Texas  (TA-W-562). 

Accordingly,  the  Acting  Director,  Of¬ 
fice  of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 
Bureau  of  International  Labor  Aff  ars,  has 


instituted  an  Investigation  as  provided 
in  Section  221(a)  of  the  Act  and  29 
CFR  90.12. 

TTie  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
Increases  of  Imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  mechanics 
tools  (line,  wrenches,  pliers,  screwdrivers) 
produced  by  Crescent,  or  an  appropriate 
subdivision  thereof  have  contribute  Im¬ 
portantly  to  an  absolute  decline  in  sales 
or  production,  or  both,  of  such  firm 
or  subdivision  and  to  the  actual  or 
threatened  total  or  partial  separation  of 
a  significant  number  or  proportimi  of  the 
workers  of  such  firm  or  subdivision.  The 
investigation  will  further  relate,  as  ap- 
pr(H>riate,  to  the  determination  the 
date  on  which  total  or  partial  separa¬ 
tions  began  or  threatened  to  begin  and 
the  subdivision  of  the  firm  involved.  A 
group  meeting  the  eligibility  require¬ 
ments  of  Section  222  of  the  Act  win  be 
certified  as  diglble  to  aiH>ly  for  adjust- 
moit  assistance  under  Title  n.  Chapter 
2,  of  the  Act  In  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  Subpart  B  of  29  CFR  Part 
90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CfTt  90.12,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  Interest  In  the  subject  matter 
of  the  Investigation  may  request  a  public 
hearing,  provided  such  request  is  filed 
In  writing  with  the  Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance, 
at  the  address  shown  below,  not  later 
than  F^ruary  16, 1976. 

The  petiticm  filed  In  this  case  Is  avail¬ 
able  for  Inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Acting  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  Interna¬ 
tional  Labor  Affairs,  U.S.  Depcutinent 
of  Labor,  Srd  St.  and  Constitution  Ave., 
N.W..  Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  23rd 
day  of  January  1976. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

[PR  Doc.76-3677  PUed  2-6-76:8:46  am] 

lTA-W-663] 

GENERAL  MOTORS  CORPORATION 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Ap^  for  Worker  Adjustment 

Assistance 

On  January  23,  1976,  the  Department 
of  LabOT  received  a  petition  filed  imder 
Section  221(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974 
(“the  Act”)  by  the  International  Union 
of  Electrical,  Radio  and  Machine  Work¬ 
ers,  on  behalf  of  the  workers  and  former 
workers  of  the  Delco  Remy  Battery  Di¬ 
vision,  New  Brunswick,  New  Jersey  of 
General  Motors  Corporation,  Detroit, 
Michigan  (TA-W-563). 

Accordingly,  the  Acting  Director,  Of¬ 
fice  of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  Bu¬ 
reau.  (ff  International  Labor  Affairs,  has 
Instituted  an  Investigatiim  as  provided  In 
Section  221(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CFR 
90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  Investigation  Is  to 
determine  vdiether  abecdute  or  reiattve 
increases  of  Imports  of  articles  Uke  or 
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directly  competitive  with  automotive 
batteries  i»Dduoed  by  General  Motors 
Corporation,  or  an  appropriate  subdivi¬ 
sion  thereof  have  contributed  impor¬ 
tantly  to  an  absolute  decline  In  sales  or 
production,  or  both,  of  such  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  and  to  the  actual  or  threatened 
total  or  partial  separation  of  a  signifi¬ 
cant  n\unber  or  pr(HK>rtion  of  the  work¬ 
ers  of  such  firm  or  subdivision.  The  In¬ 
vestigation  will  further  relate,  as  appro¬ 
priate,  to  the  determination  of  the  date 
on  which  total  or  partial  separations  be¬ 
gan  or  threatened  to  begin  and  the  sub¬ 
division  of  the  firm  Involved.  A  group 
meeting  the  eligibility  requirements  of 
Section  222  oi  the  Act  will  be  certified 
as  eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance  under  Tltie  n,  Chapter  2,  of  the  Act 
In  accordance  wl^  the  provisions  of 
Subpart  B  of  29  CFR  Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CPR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  interest  In  the  subject  matter 
of  the  investigation  may  request  a  public 
hearing,  provided  such  request  Is  filed 
In  writing  with  the  Acting  Director, 
OfiBce  of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance, 
at  the  address  shown  below,  not  later 
than  F^ruary  16, 1976. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  Is  avail¬ 
able  for  Inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Acting  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  Interna¬ 
tional  Labor  Affairs,  n.S.  Department 
of  Labor,  3rd  St.  and  Cbnstitution  Ave., 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  23rd 
day  of  January  1976. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 

Acting  Director.  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

[PR  Doc.76-8678  Piled  2-6-76:8:45  am] 

[TA-W-660] 

HART,  SCHAFFNER  AND  MARX 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

On  January  23,  1976,  the  Department 
of  Labor  received  a  petition  filed  under 
Section  221(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1074 
(“the  Act”)  by  the  Amalgamated  Cloth- 
tog  Workers  of  America,  on  behalf  of 
the  workers  and  former  workers  of  the 
Rochester,  Indiana  plant.  Hart,  Schaff- 
ner  and  Marx,  Chicago,  Illinois  (TA-W- 
560). 

Accordingly,  the  Acting  Director,  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  Bureau 
of  International  Labor  Affairs,  has  insti¬ 
tuted  an  Investigation  as  provided  to 
Section  221(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CPR 
90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  Investigation  Is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
Increases  ot  Imports  of  articles  like  or  (fi- 
rectly  competitive  with  men’s  coats  pro¬ 
duced  by  Hart,  Schaffner  and  Marx,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof  have 
contributed  Importantly  to  an  absolute 
decline  to  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  such  firm  or  subdivision  and  to  the 


actual  or  threatened  total  or  partial 
separation  of  a  significant  nuntoer  or 
proportion  of  the  woikers  of  such  firm 
or  subdivision.  The  Investigation  will 
further  r^ate,  as  appropriate,  to  the  de¬ 
termination  of  the  date  on  vddch  total 
or  partial  separations  began  or  threat¬ 
ened  to  begin  and  the  subdivision  of  the 
firm  Involved.  A  group  meeting  the  eli¬ 
gibility  requir»nents  of  Section  222  of 
the  Act  will  be  certified  as  eligible  to  ap¬ 
ply  for  adjustment  assistance  imder  Title 
n.  Chapter  2,  of  the  Act  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  Subpart  B  of  29 
(3PR  Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  petition¬ 
er  or  any  other  person  showing  a  sub¬ 
stantial  interest  in  the  subject  matter  of 
the  investigation  may  request  a  public 
hearing,  provided  such  request  is  filed  In 
writing  with  the  Acting  Director,  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the 
address  shown  below,  not  later  than  Feb¬ 
ruary  16,  1976. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  Is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Acting  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  International 
Labor  Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor, 
3rd  St.  and  Constitution  Ave.,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  23rd 
day  of  January  1976. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 
Acting  Director.  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 
[PR  Doc .76-3679  FUed  2-5-76;8;45  am] 


ITA-W-5611 

HART,  SCHAFFNER  AND  MARX 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Di- 
gibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

On  January  23,  1076,  the  Department 
of  Labor  received  a  petition  filed  under 
Secticm  221(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974 
(“the  Act”)  by  the  Amalgamated  Cloth¬ 
ing  Workers  of  America,  on  b^alf  of  the 
workers  and  former  workers  of  the  Rock 
Island,  Illinois  plant.  Hart,  Schskffner  and 
Marx,  Chicago,  Illinois  (TA-W-561). 

Accordingly,  the  Acting  Director,  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  Bureau 
of  International  Labor  Affairs,  has  In¬ 
stituted  an  Investigation  as  provided  to 
Section  221(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CFR 
90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
Increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  men’s  coats 
produced  by  Hart,  Schaffner  and  Marx, 
or  an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof 
have  contributed  Importantly  to  an 
absolute  decline  to  sales  or  production, 
or  both,  of  such  firm  or  subdivision  and 
to  the  actual  or  threatened  total  or 
partial  separation  of  a  significant  num¬ 
ber  or  proportion  of  the  workers  of  such 
firm  or  subdivision.  The  Investigation 
will  further  r^te,  as  appropriate,  to  the 
.  determination  of  the  date  cm  which  total 
or  partial  s^xiratlons  began  or 


threatened  to  begin  and  the  subdivision 
of  the  firm  involved.  A  group  meeting 
the  eligibility  requirements  of  Section 
222  of  the  Act  will  be  certified  as  eligible 
to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance  imder 
Title  n.  Chapter  2,  of  the  Act  to  accord- 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  Subpart  B  of 

29  CFR  Part  90.  _ 

Pursuant  to  29  C)FR  90.13,  the  petition¬ 
er  or  any  other  person  showing  a  sub¬ 
stantial  Interest  in  the  subject  matter  of 
the  investigation  may  request  a  public 
hearing,  provided  such  lequest  Is  filed 
in  writing  with  the  Acting  Director,  Of¬ 
fice  of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at 
the  address  shown  below,  not  later  than 
February  16, 1976. 

The  petition  filed  to  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Acting  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  Internation¬ 
al  Labor  Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  La¬ 
bor,  3rd  St.  and  Constitution  Ave.,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  23rd 
day  of  January  1976. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 
Acting  Director.  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

[PR  Doc.76-3680  Piled  2-6-76:8:45  am] 


ITA-W-269] 

PURITAN  COMPANY,  INCORPORATED 
LANSDALE,  PENNSYLVANIA 

Certification  Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply 
for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-269:  Investigation  regarding  certifi¬ 
cation  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
Section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
October  24,  1975  to  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  cm  that  date  which  was 
filed  by  the  Amalgamated  Cfiothlng 
Workers  of  America  on  behalf  of  workers 
and  fcamer  workers  producing  men’s 
suits  at  The  Puritan  Company,  Inc., 
Lansdale,  Pennsylvania. 

The  notice  of  Investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  IkoERAL  Register  on  No¬ 
vember  5,  1975  (40  PR  51522-51523) .  No 
public  hearing  was  requested  and  none 
was  held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de- 
termtoation  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  the  Puritan 
Company,  Inc.,  Its  customers,  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  the  U.S.  In¬ 
ternational  Trade  CcHnmisslon,  Industry 
analysts,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  require¬ 
ments  of  Section  222  of  the  ’Trade  Act  of 
1974  must  be  met: 

fl)  that  a  atgniflcant  niunber  or  propor- 
twi  at  the  workera  In  such  workers’  firm  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  of  the  firm  have 
become  totally  or  partlaUy  separated,  or  are 
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threatened  to  become  totaUy  or  parUaQy 
separated. 

(3)  that  sales  or  production,  or  both,  at 
such  firm  or  subdivision  hav*  decreased 
absolutely,  and 

(3)  that  Increases  of  lmp<»rts  at  articles 
like  or  directly  competitive  with  articles  pro¬ 
duced  by  such  workers’  firm  or  an  ai^roprl- 
ate  subdivision  thereof  contributed  Impor¬ 
tantly  to  such  total  or  partial  separation,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  such  decline  in  sales 
or  production. 

For  pvurposes  of  paragraph  (3),  the  term 
"contributed  importantly”  means  a  cause 
which  Is  Important  but  not  necessarily  more 
Important  than  any  other  cause. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial  Separa¬ 
tions.  Employment  of  production  workers 
at  Puritan  declined  18  percent  in  1974 
from  1973  and  declined  15  percent  in  the 
first  three  quarters  of  1975  compared  to 
the  first  three  quarters  of  1974.  Average 
weekly  hours  for  production  workers  de¬ 
clined  six  percent  in  1974  from  1973  and 
remained  unchanged  in  the  first  three 
quarters  of  1975  compared  to  the  same 
period  in  1974. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both.  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely.  Total  sales  by 
Puritan  declined  ten  percent  in  1974  frcxn 
1973.  Sales  declined  12  percent  in  the 
first  three  quarters  of  1975  compared  to 
the  first  three  quarters  of  1974. 

Increased  Imports  Contributed  Im¬ 
portantly.  Imports  of  men’s  and  boils’ 
suits  have  increased  relative  to  domestic 
consumption  and  production  in  each  year 
from  1971  to  1973.  While  imports  of 
men’s  and  boys’  suits  fell  slightly  in  1974 
compared  to  1973,  the  ratios  of  imports 
to  domestic  production  and  consump¬ 
tion  in  1974  of  9.9  percent  and  9.0  per¬ 
cent  respectively  were  well  above  the 
1971-1973  average  of  8.6  percent  and  7.8 
percent  respectively.  In  the  first  seven 
months  of  1975  imports  of  men’s  and 
boys’  suits  increased  131  percent  com¬ 
pared  to  the  first  seven  months  of  1974. 
The  ratio  of  imports  to  domestic  produc¬ 
tion  increased  from  7.7  percent  in  the 
first  seven  months  of  1974  to  22.1  percent 
in  the  first  seven  months  of  1975. 

In  recent  years,  there  has  been  a  trend 
in  men’s  fashions  toward  a  mixed  and 
coordinated  look.  Leisure  suits  have  re¬ 
placed  traditional  suits  and  sportswear, 
especially  among  the  yoimger  generation. 

Imports  of  men’s  leisure  suits  are  not 
separately  Id^tifled  in  the  Tariff  Sched¬ 
ules  of  the  United  States.  They  are  in¬ 
cluded  with  the  aggregate  data  on  im¬ 
ports  of  men’s  and  boys’  suits.  The  data 
show  that  Imports  of  men’s  suits  in¬ 
creased  both  absolutely  and  relatively  in 
the  first  seven  mcmths  of  1975  compared 
to  the  first  seven  months  of  1974. 

At  OTAA  survey  of  major  appcur<d  dis¬ 
tributors  indicated  that  the  ratio  of 
purchases  of  imported  leisure  suits  to 
total  purchases  of  leisure  suits  Increased 
from  0  percent  in  1973  to  2.8  percent 
in  1974  and  from  4.0  perc^t  in  the  first 
half  of  1974  to  21  percent  in  the  first  half 
of  1975. 

The  evid^ce  devdoped  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment’s  Investigation  Indicates  that  em- 
ploym^t  and  sales  at  Puritan  have  been 
adversely  affected  by  increased  imixMrtB. 

Consumers  in  the  less  expensive  price 


range  of  clothing  have  Increasingly 
dbJf  ted  to  less  ekpoislve  Imported  cloth¬ 
ing  (^oed  bgr  major  competttors.  Cus- 
tmners  of  Puritan  Indicated  that  the 
decline  in  Puritan’s  sales  was  due  to  a 
shift  in  purchases  from  suits  to  imported 
leisure  suits. 

Conclusion.  After  earful  review  of  the 
facts  obtained  in  the  investigation.  I  con¬ 
clude  that  Increases  of  imports  like  or 
directly  c(xnpetitive  with  coats  for  men’s 
suite  produced  by  the  Puritan  Company 
contributed  importantly  to  the  total  or 
partial  separations  of  workers  of  that 
firm.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  the  Act,  I  make  the  following  certi¬ 
fication; 

All  hourly,  piecework,  and  salaried 
workers  at  the  Puritan  Company,  Lansdale, 
Pennsylvania  who  became  totaUy  or  partlaUy 
separated  from  employment  on  or  after 
October  14,  1974  are  eligible  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  under  Title  II.  Chap¬ 
ter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1074. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.  this  28th 
day  of  January  1976. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director.  Planning  and 

Evaluation  Staff. 

[FR  Doc.76-3681  Filed  2-5-76;8:45  am] 


ITA-W-6681 

ROHR  INDUSTRIES 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Ap^  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

On  January  23,  1976,  the  Department 
of  Labor  received  a  petitiiHi  filed  imder 
Section  221(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974 
("the  Act”)  by  the  International  Union 
of  Operating  Enginers,  AFL-CIO,  on  be¬ 
half  of  the  workers  and  former  workers 
of  Rohr  Industries.  Inc.,  Chula  Vista, 
California  (TA-W-568) . 

Accordingly,  the  Acting  Director,  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance.  Bureau 
of  International  Labor  Affairs,  has  insti¬ 
tuted  an  investigation  as  provided  in 
Section  221(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CFR 
90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  aircraft  parte 
for  DC-10,  space  products,  and  rapid 
transit  cars  and  antennas  produced  by 
Rohr  Industries,  or  an  apprc^rlate  sub¬ 
division  thereof  have  contributed  im¬ 
portantly  to  an  absolute  decline  in  sales 
or  production,  or  both,  of  such  firm  or 
subdivision  and  to  the  actual  or  threat¬ 
ened  total  or  partial  sepcu’ation  of  a 
significant  number  or  proportion  of  the 
workers  of  such  firm  or  subdivision.  The 
investigation  will  further  relate,  as  ap¬ 
propriate,  to  the  determination  of  the 
date  on  which  total  or  partial  separa- 
tkms  began  or  threatoied  to  begin  and 
the  subdivision  of  the  firm  Involved.  A 
group  meeting  the  eligibility  require¬ 
ments  of  Section  222  oi  the  Act  will  be 
certlfled  as  dlglble  to  apply  fc^  ai^ust- 
ment  assistance  under  Title  n.  Chapter 
2,  of  the  Act  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  Subpart  B  of  29  CFR  Part  90. 


Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  interest  in  the  subject  matto: 
of  the  investigation  may  request  a  pub- 
Ite  hearing,  provided  such  request  is  filed 
in  writing  with  the  Acting  Dlrecttu:,  Of¬ 
fice  ot  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at 
the  address  shown  b^ow,  not  lat»  than 
February  16, 1976. 

The  i>etitlon  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Acting  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  International' 
Labor  Affairs.  U.S.  Department  of  Labor, 
3rd  St.  and  Constitution  Ave.,  N.W., 
Washington,  DC.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C,  this  23rd 
day  of  January  1976. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 

Acting  Director.  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.76-3682  Filed  2-3-76;8:46  am] 


tTA-W-6581 

RONSON  CORPORATION  OF 
PENNSYLVANIA 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Ell- 

Ability  To  Ap^  for  Worker  Adjustment 

Assistance 

On  J.anuary  23,  1976,  the  Department 
of  Labor  received  a  petition  filed  imder 
Section  221(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974 
(“the  Act”)  by  the  International  Asso¬ 
ciation  of  Machinist  and  Aerospace 
Workers,  on  behalf  of  the  workers  and 
former  workers  of  the  Delaware  Water 
Gap,  Pennsylvania  plant.  Ronson  Cor¬ 
poration  of  Pennsylvania,  Woodbrldge, 
New  Jersey  (TA-W-558) . 

Accordingly,  the  Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 
Bureau  of  Intonational  Labor  Affairs, 
has  Instituted  an  investigation  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  Section  221(a)  of  the  Act  and 
29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  Investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
Increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  butane  ciga¬ 
rette  lighters  produced  by  Ronson 
(Corporation  of  Pennsylvania,  or  an  ap¬ 
propriate  subdivision  thereof  have  con¬ 
tributed  Importantly  to  an  absolute  de¬ 
cline  in  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  and  to  the  actual 
or  threatened  total  or  partial  s^iaratlon 
of  a  significant  number  or  prcmortlcm  of 
the  workers  of  such  firm  or  subdivision 
The  investigation  will  further  relate,  as 
appropriate,  to  the  determination  of  the 
date  on  which  total  or  partial  separa¬ 
tions  began  or  threatened  to  begin  and 
the  subdivision  of  the  firm  involved.  A 
group  meeting  the  eligibility  require¬ 
ments  of  Section  222  of  the  Act  will  be 
certified  as  eligible  to  apply  for  adjust- 
m^t  assistance  under  Title  n.  Chapter 
2,  of  the  Act  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  Subpart  B  of  29  CFR  Part 
90. 

Piu’suant  to  29  (CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  Interest  in  the  subject  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  investigation  may  request  a 
public  hearing,  provided  such  request  is 


FEDEIAL  REGISTER,  VOL  41,  NO.  26— FRIDAY,  FEBRUARY  6,  1976 


5478  NOTICES 


filed  In  wiitlns  with  the  Acting  Director,  ment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  Inteniatlooal  dgned  ai  Wa^ngton,  D.C.  this  23rd 
Office  of  Trade  Adjushnent  Assistance,  Labor  Alfaiis,  X7J8.  Department  of  La-  day  of  January  1976. 
at  the  address  shown  bdow,  not  Isiter  bor,  3rd  3t.  and  Constitution  N.W. 

Washington.  D.C.  20210. 


than  February  16, 1976. 

The  petition  filed  In  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  Inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Acting  Director,  Offlee  of  Trade  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  International 
Labor  Affairs,  n.8.  Department  of  Labor, 
3rd  8t.  and  Constitution  Ave.,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

8igned  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  23rd 
day  of  January  1976. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 
Acting  Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

IFR  Doc.76-3683  PUed  2-6-76; 8:45  am] 


ITA-W-666] 

TECHNITROL  INCORPORATED 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

On  January  23,  1076,  the  Department 
of  Labor  received  a  petition  filed  under 
8ectlon  221(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974 
(“the  Act”)  by  the  International  Union 
of  Electrical,  Radio  and  Machine  Work¬ 
ers,  on  behalf  of  the  workers  and  former 
workers  of  Technitrol  Incorporated, 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  (TA-W-566) . 

Accordingly,  the  Acting  Director,  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  Bureau 
of  International  Labor  Affairs,  has  insti¬ 
tuted  an  investigation  as  provided  in 
8ection  221(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CFR 
90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  electronic  pulse 
transformers  and  delay  lines  product 
Technitrol  Incorporate,  or  sm  appropri¬ 
ate  subdivlsicoi  thereof  have  contributed 
importantly  to  an  absolute  decline  in 
sales  or  production,  or  both,  of  such  firm 
or  subdivision  and  to  the  actual  <h* 
threatened  total  or  partial  separation  of 
a  significant  number  or  pn^rtion  of  the 
workers  of  such  firm  or  subdivision.  The 
Investigation  will  further  relate,  as  ap¬ 
propriate,  to  the  determination  of  the 
date  on  which  total  or  partial  s^jaraticms 
began  or  threatened  to  begin  and  the 
subdivision  of  the  firm  involved.  A  group 
meeting  the  eligibility  requirements  of 
Section  222  of  the  Act  will  be  certified 
as  ^igible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance  imder  Title  n.  Chapter  2,  of  the 
Act  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Subpart  B  of  29  CFR  Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  interest  in  the  subject  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  investigation  may  request  a 
public  hearing,  provided  such  request  is 
filed  In  writing  with  the  Acting  Direc¬ 
tor,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  Assist¬ 
ance.  at  the  address  shown  below,  not 
later  than  16  February  1976. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  InQiectkm  at  the  Office  of  the 
Acting  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjust- 


Bigned  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  23rd 
day  of  January  1976. 

Marvin  M.  Foots, 

Acting  Director.  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 
[FR  Doc.76-3684  PUed  a-5-76;8:46  am] 


lTA-W-667] 

WESTERN  AND  CLEVELAND  COAT 
FRONT  CO.,  INC. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Bl- 
gibilHy  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

On  January  23, 1976,  the  Department  of 
Labor  received  a  petition  filed  under 
Bection  221(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974 
("the  Act”)  by  the  Amalgamated  Cloth¬ 
ing  Workers  of  America,  on  behalf  of 
the  workers  and  former  workers  of  West¬ 
ern  and  Cleveland  Coat  Front  Company, 
Inc.,  Baltimore,  Maryland,  a  subsidiary 
of  Bouthem  Daisy  Industries,  Inc.,  Au¬ 
gusta,  Georgia  (TA-W-567) . 

Accordingly,  the  Acting  Director,  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  Bureau 
of  International  Labor  Affairs,  has  insti¬ 
tuted  an  investigation  as  provided  in 
Section  221(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CFR 
90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigration  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  inner  liners  for 
coats  and  suits  produced  by  Western  and 
Cleveland  Coat  Front  Company,  Inc.,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof  have 
contributed  importantly  to  an  tisolute 
decline  in  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivlsicm  and  to  the  actual 
or  threatened  total  or  partial  separation 
of  a  significant  number  or  proportion  of 
the  workers  of  such  firm  or  subdivision. 
The  investigation  will  further  relate,  as 
appropriate,  to  the  determination  of  the 
date  on  which  total  or  partial  separations 
began  or  threatened  to  begin  and  the 
subdivision  of  the  firm  involved.  A  group 
meeting  the  eligibility  requirements  of 
Bection  222  of  the  Act  will  be  certified  as 
eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance  under  Title  n.  Chapter  2,  of  the 
Act  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Subpart  B  of  29  CFR  Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  interest  in  the  subject  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  investigation  may  request  a 
public  hearing,  provided  such  request  is 
filed  in  writing  with  the  Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance, 
at  the  address  shown  below,  not  hvter 
than  16  February  1976. 

The  petition  filed  In  this  case  is  ayall- 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  tiie 
Acting  Director,  Ofllce  of  Trade  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance.  Bureau  of  Intern  ational 
Labor  Affairs.  UB.  Department  of  Labor. 
3rd  St  and  Constitution  Ave..  N.W« 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 


Marvin  M.  Fooks, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 
IPS  DOC.76-368S  FUed  »-S-76;8:4£  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Office  of  the  Secretaiy 
ALVIN  F.  BAAL 

Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial 
Interests 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  sectkm  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Pro¬ 
duction  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  10647  of  November  28, 
1955,  the  following  changes  have  taken 
place  in  my  financial  interests  during 
the  past  six  months: 

(1)  No  change. 

(2)  No  change. 

(3)  No  change. 

(4)  No  change. 

This  statement  is  made  as  of  January 
1,  1976. 

Dated:  January  5,  1976. 

Alvin  F.  Baal  m. 
[FR  Doc.76-3658  Wed  3-6-76:8:45  am] 


HARLEY  L.  COLUNS 
Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial  Interests 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  sectlOT  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Pro¬ 
duction  Act  1950,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  10647  of  Novemb^  28, 
1955,  the  f(Hlowlng  changes  have  taken 
place  in  my  financial  Interests  during 
the  past  six  months: 

(1)  No  change. 

(2)  No  change. 

(3)  No  change. 

(4)  No  change. 

This  statement  is  made  as  of  January 
1,  1976. 

Dated:  January  8,  1976. 

Harley  L.  Collins. 

(FB  Doc.76-3650  Filed  3-6-76:8:45  am] 


WINSTON  M.  COOPER 
Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial  Interests 

In  accordance  with  the  requlremoits 
of  section  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Pro¬ 
duction  Act  of  1950,  as  amendecL  and 
Executive  Order  10647  of  Novemb^  28, 
1955,  the  following  changes  have  taken 
place  in  my  financial  interests  during  | 
the  past  six  months: 

(1)  No  change. 

(2)  No  change. 

(3)  No  change. 

(4)  No  change. 

This  statonent  is  made  as  of  January 
1.1976. 

Dated:  January  2, 1976. 

WDraxow  1C  CkMKi.' 

{TO  Doe.76-8800  Wed  »-f-‘l8:8:46  am] 
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LESTER  E.  GARUNGHOUSE 
Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial  Interests 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  section  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Pro¬ 
duction  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  10647  of  November  28, 
1955,  the  following  changes  have  taken 
place  in  my  financial  interests  during 
the  past  six  months: 

(1)  No  change. 

(2)  Sold  Southern  California  First 
National  Corporation. 

(3)  No  change. 

(4)  No  change. 

This  statement  is  made  as  of  January 
1.  1976. 

Dated:  January  2, 1976. 

L.  E.  Qarlxnghoxtsx, 
Idaho  Power  Company. 

[FR  Doc.76-3661  FUed  2-5-76;8:46  am] 


BILL  M.  GUTHRIE 

Statement  of  Changes  In  Financial  Interests 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  section  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Pro¬ 
duction  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  10647  of  November  28, 
1955,  the  following  changes  have  taken 
place  in  my  financial  interests  during 
the  past  six  months: 

(1)  No  change. 

(2)  No  change. 

(3)  No  change. 

(4)  No  change. 

This  statement  is  made  as  of  January 
28,  1976. 

Dated:  December  29, 1975. 

Bill  M.  Guthrie. 
[FR  Doc.76-3662  FUed  2-6-76;8:45  am] 


KENNETH  M.  HALE 

Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial  Interests 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  section  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Pro¬ 
duction  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  10647  of  November  28, 
1955,  the  following  changes  have  taken 
place  in  my  financial  interests  during  the 
past  six  months: 

(1)  No  change. 

(2)  No  change. 

(3)  No  change. 

(4)  No  change. 

This  statement  is  made  as  of  January 
1,  1976. 

Dated:  December  30, 1975. 

Kenneth  M.  Hale. 
(FR  Doc.76-3663  Filed  2-5-76;  8:45  am] 


WILLIAM  P.  HENNE 
Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial  Interests 

In  accordance  with  Uie  requirements 
of  section  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Pro¬ 
duction  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  10647  of  November  28, 


1955,  the  following  changes  have  taken 
place  in  my  financial  interests  during  the 
past  six  months: 

(1)  No  chsmge. 

(2)  No  change. 

(3)  No  change. 

(4)  No  change. 

This  statement  is  made  as  of  January 
11,  1976. 

Dated:  December  30,  1975. 

William  P.  Henne. 
[FR  Doc.76-3664  Filed  2-6-76:8:45  am] 


BILL  C.  HULSEY 

Statement  of  Changes  In  Financial  Interests 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  section  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Pro¬ 
duction  Act  of  1950,  SIS  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  10647  of  November  28, 
1955,  the  following  changes  have  taken 
place  in  my  financial  interests  during  the 
past  six  months: 

(1)  No  chsmge. 

(2)  No  chsmge. 

(3)  No  change. 

(4)  No  chsmge. 

This  statement  is  made  as  of  Janusuy 
28,  1976. 

Dated:  January  28, 1976. 

Bill  C.  Hulset. 
[FR  Doc.76-3666  Filed  2-5-76;8:45  am] 


MAURICE  H.  KENT 

Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial  Interests 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  section  710(b)(6)  'of  the  Defense 
Production  Act  of  1950,  sis  sunended, 
smd  Executive  Order  10647  (rf  Novem¬ 
ber  28,  1955,  the  following  chsmges  have 
tsdien  place  in  my  financisd  interests 
during  the  psist  six  months : 

(1)  No  change. 

(2)  No  change. 

(3)  No  change. 

(4)  No  chsmge. 

This  statement  is  made  as  of  Jsmu- 
ary  1, 1976. 

Dated:  December  31, 1976. 

Maurice  H.  Kent. 

[FR  Doc.76-3666  Filed  2-6-76;8:45  am] 


LEON  LOVELESS 

Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial  Interests 

In  stccordsmce  with  the  requirements 
of  section  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense 
Production  Act  of  1950,  sis  amended, 
and  Executive  Order  10647  of  Novem¬ 
ber  28,  1955,  the  following  chsmges  have 
taken  plsu;e  in  my  finsmcisd  interests 
during  the  psist  six  months: 

(1)  No  chsmge. 

(2)  No  change. 

(3)  No  change. 

(4)  No  chsmge. 


This  statement  is  msule  as  of  Jsmu- 
ary  1, 1976. 

Dated:  Jsmuary  2, 1976. 

Leon  Loveless. 
[FR  Doc.76-3667  Filed  2-6-76:8:45  am] 


ROBERT  J.  MARCHETTI 
Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial  Intwests 

In  smcordance  with  the  requirements 
of  section  710(b)(6)  of  the  Defense 
Production  Act  of  1950,  sis  sunended, 
smd  Executive  Order  10647  of  Novem¬ 
ber  28,  1955,  the  following  chsmges  have 
taken  plsu:e  in  my  finsmcisd  interests 
during  the  past  six  months: 

(1)  No  change. 

(2)  No  change. 

(3)  No  change. 

(4)  No  chsuige. 

This  statonent  is  mside  as  of  Janu¬ 
ary  1. 1976. 

Dated:  Jsmuary  2, 1976. 

Robert  J.  IdARCHXTn. 

(FR  Doc.76-3668  FUed  2-6-76;8:46  am] 

JOHN  A.  MCMAHON 

Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial  Interests 

In  suxx>rdsmce  with  the  requiremoits  of 
section  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defoise  Produc¬ 
tion  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  smd  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  10647  of  November  28,  1955, 
the  following  chsmges  have  taken  idace 
in  my  financisd  interests  during  the  past 
six  mcmths: 

(1)  No  chsmge. 

(2)  No  chsmge. 

(3)  No  chsmge. 

(4)  No  chsmge. 

This  statement  is  msule  as  of  Jsm¬ 
uary  1, 1976. 

Dated:  Jsmusury  8, 1976. 

John  A.  McMahon. 

[FR  Doc.76-3669  Filed  2-6-76;8:46  am] 


SAMUEL  RIGGS  SHEPPERD 
Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial  Interests 

In  su:cordsmce  with  the  requironents  of 
section  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Produc¬ 
tion  Act  of  1950,  SIS  sunended,  smd  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  10647  of  November  28,  1955, 
the  following  chsmges  have  tsUien  plsme 
in  my  finsmcisJ  interests  during  the  psuit 
six  months: 

(1)  No  change. 

(2)  No  change. 

(3)  No  change. 

(4)  No  change. 

This  statement  is  msule  sis  of  Jsm- 
usuy  12,  1976. 

Dated:  December  29, 1975. 

Riggs  Sheppers. 

[FR  Doc.76-3670  FUed  2-5-76;8:46  am] 
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KEITH  E.  SPENCER 

Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial  interests 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
section  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Produc¬ 
tion  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  and  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  10647  of  November  28,  1955, 
the  following  changes  have  taken  place 
in  my  financial  interests  during  the  past 
six  months: 

(1)  No  change. 

(2)  No  change. 

(3)  No  change. 

(4)  No  change. 

This  statement  is  made  as  of  Jan¬ 
uary  1,  1976. 

Dated:  January  5, 1976. 

Keith  E.  Spencer. 

[PR  Doc.76-3671  Filed  2-6-76:8:45  am] 


FRED  M.  TREFFINGER 
Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial  Interests 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  section  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Pro¬ 
duction  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  10647  of  November  28, 
1955,  the  following  changes  have  taken 
place  in  my  financial  interests  during 
the  past  six  months: 

(1)  No  change. 

(2)  No  change. 

(3)  No  change. 

(4)  No  change. 

This  statement  is  made  as  of  January 
1,  1976. 

Dated:  December  30,  1975. 

Fred  M.  Treffinger. 

[PR Doc.76-3672  PUed  2-6-76:8:46  am] 


CHARLES  N.  WHITMIRE 
Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial  Interests 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  section  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense 
Production  Act  of  1950,  as  amended, 
and  Executive  Order  10647  of  November 
28,  1955,  the  following  changes  have 
taken  place  in  my  financial  interests 
during  the  past  six  months: 

(1)  No  change. 

(2)  No  change. 

(3)  No  change. 

(4)  No  change. 

This  statement  is  made  as  of  January 
28,  1976. 

Dated:  December  30, 1975. 

Charles  N.  Whitmire. 

[PR  Doc.76-3e73  Piled  2-5-76:8:45  am] 


ROBERT  W.  WINFREE 
Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial  Interests 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  action  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Pro¬ 
duction  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  10647  of  November  28, 
1955,  the  following  changees  have  taken 
place  in  my  financial  interests  during 
the  past  six  months  : 


(1)  No  change. 

(2)  No  change. 

(3)  No  change. 

(4)  No  change. 

This  statement  is  made  as  of  January 
11,  1976. 

Dated:  January  1,  1976. 

Robert  W.  Winfree. 
[PR  Doc.76-3674  Plied  2-6-76:8 :46  am] 


Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

COLORADO  STATE  STANDARDS 
Notice  of  Approval 

1.  Background.  Part  1953  of  Title  29, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  prescr^Jjes 
procedures  imder  section  18  of  the  Oc¬ 
cupational  Safety  and  Health  Act  of 
1970  (29  U.S.C.  667)  (hereinafter  called 
the  Act)  by  which  the  Regional  Admin¬ 
istrators  for  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  (hereinafter  called  the  Regional 
Administrator)  imder  a  delegation  of 
authority  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  Labor  for  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  (hereinafter  called  the  Assistant 
Secretary),  (29  CFR  1953.4)  will  review 
and  approve  standards  promulgated 
pursuant  to  a  State  plan  which  has  been 
approved  in  accordance  with  section 
18(c)  of  the  Act  and  29  CFR  Part  1902. 
On  September  12,  1973,  notice  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (38  FR 
25172)  of  the  approval  of  the  Colorado 
plan  and  the  adoption  of  Subpart  M  to 
Part  1952  containing  the  decision. 

The  Colorado  plan  provides  for  the 
adoption  of  Federal  standards  as  State 
standards  after  public  hearings.  Section 
1952.193  of  Subpart  M  sets  forth  the 
State’s  schedule  for  the  adoption  of 
Federal  standards.  By  letter  dated  Octo¬ 
ber  31,  1975,  from  Norman  L.  Sothan, 
Director  for  Labor  Services,  to  Curtis  A. 
Foster,  Regional  Administrator,  and  in¬ 
corporated  as  part  of  the  plan,  the  State 
submitted  State  standards  comparable 
to  Construction  Safety  and  Health 
Regulations  29  CFR  Part  1926,  as  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (39  FR 
22801)  dated  June  24,  1974.  These 
standards,  which  are  contained  in  Colo¬ 
rado  Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Rules  and  Regulations  for  Construction, 
were  promulgated  after  hearings  held  on 
May  30,  1974;  July  26,  1974;  August  8, 
1974;  September  5,  1974;  November  21, 
1974;  December  19,  1974;  January  2, 
1975;  January  16,  1975;  February  6, 
1975;  February  20,  1975;  March  20, 
1975;  and  April  3,  1975;  and  with  resolu¬ 
tions  adopts  by  the  Colorado  Occupa¬ 
tional  Safety  and  Health  Standards 
Board  on  March  1,  l’974;  May  30,  1974; 
August  8,  1974;  December  19,  1974; 
March  25,  1975;  and  April  3,  1975,  pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  8-11-104,  Colorado  Re¬ 
vised  Statutes  1973. 

2.  Decision.  Having  reviewed  the  State 
submission  in  comparison  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  standards,  it  has  been  determined 
that  the  State  standards  are  at  least  as 
effective  as  the  comparable  Federal 


standards.  In  addition,  the  State  stand¬ 
ards  are  more  specific  in  several  areas, 
particularly  with  respect  to  the  rules  and 
regulations  which  apply  to  Medical  Serv¬ 
ices  and  First  Aid.  Excavation,  Trench¬ 
ing  and  Shoring,  and  Demolition. 

3.  Location  of  supplement  for  inspec¬ 
tion  and  copping.  A  copy  of  the  stand¬ 
ards  supplement,  along  with  the  ap¬ 
proved  plan,  may  be  inspected  and  cop¬ 
ied  during  normal  business  hours  at  the 
following  locations:  OfBce  of  the  Region¬ 
al  Administrator.  Occupational  Safety 
and  Health  Administration,  Room  15010, 
Federal  Building,  1961  Stout  Street,  Den¬ 
ver,  Colo,  80202;  Office  of  the  Director  for 
Labor  Services,  1177  Grant  Street,  Room 
200,  Denver,  Colorado  80203;  and  the 
Technical  Data  Center.  Room  N3620,  200 
Constitution  Avenue,  Washington,  D.C. 
20210. 

4.  Public  participation.  Under  29  CFR 
1953.2(c).  the  Assistant  Secretary  may 
prescribe  alternative  procedures  to  ex¬ 
pedite  the  review  process  or  for  other 
good  cause  which  may  be  consistent 
with  applicable  laws.  The  Assistant  Sec¬ 
retary  finds  that  good  cause  exists  for 
not  publishing  the  supplement  to  the 
Colorado  State  plan  as  a  proposed  change 
and  making  the  Regiimal  Administra¬ 
tor’s  approval  effective  upon  publication 
for  the  following  reason. 

The  standards  were  adopted  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  procedural  requirements 
of  State  law  which  included  public  com¬ 
ment.  and  further  public  participation 
would  be  repetitious. 

This  decision  is  effective  February  6, 
1976. 

(Sec.  18,  Pub.  L.  91-696,  84  Stat.  1608  (29 
UA.C.667)). 

Signed  at  Denver,  Colorado,  this  26th 
day  of  January  1976. 

Curtis  A.  Poster, 
Regional  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.76-3687  Piled  2-5-76:8:45  am] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  No.  970] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

February  3,  1976. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  will  be  on  the  issues  as 
presently  reflected  in  the  Official  Docket 
of  the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be 
made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation 
of  hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but 
interested  parties  should  take  appropri¬ 
ate  steps  to  insure  that  they  are  noti¬ 
fied  of  cancellation  or  postponements  of 
hearings  in  which  they  are  interested. 

MC  121607  (Sub-No.  6),  Columbia  Pacific 
Transport  Co.,  now  being  assigned  March  1, 
1976  (1  week),  at  Seattle,  Wash.,  in  Room 
514,  Federal  Building,  915  2nd  Avenue. 
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NOTICES 


5481-5517 


I  &  S  M  28881  and  I  &  S  M  28881  Sub  1, 
Multiple  Tender  Allowances,  Transameri- 
can  nelglvt  Lines,  now  assigned  March  9, 
1976,  at  the  Offices  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  36213,  Precision  Wood  Products,  Incor¬ 
porated  The  Akron  Canton  &  Youngstown 
Railroad  Company,  et  al,  now  assigned 
March  1,  1976,  at  Seattle,  Washington,  Is 
cancelled,  matter  will  be  handled  under 
modified  procedure. 

MC  19227  Sub-No.  218,  Leonard  Bros.  Truck¬ 
ing  Co.,  Inc.,  now  being  assigned  April  7. 
1976,  at  the  Offices  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 

MC  119632  Sub-No.  62,  Reed  Lines,  Inc.,  and 
123255  Sub-55,  B  &  L  Motor  Freight,  Inc., 
now  being  assigned  April  20,  1976,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washingtmi,  D.C. 

MC-F-12489,  Yellowstone  Molasses  Service, 
Inc. — Purchase — ^Parish  lYuck  Lines  and 
and  MC  133646  (Sub-No.  19),  YeUowstone 
Molasses  Service,  Inc.,  now  being  assigned 
March  8,  1976,  (3  days) ,  at  Billings,  Mont., 
in  a  hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  77972  (Sub-No.  28),  Merchants  Truck 
Line,  Inc.,  now  assigned  February  23,  1976, 
at  Jackson,  Miss.,  is  cancelled  and  re¬ 
assigned  for  February  23, 1976  (1  week),  at 
the  Roadway  Inn  (Airways),  Memphis, 
Tenn.  and  March  1,  1976  (1  week),  at  the 
Rountowner  Motel,  Biloxi,  Miss. 

MC  114334  (Sub-No.  31).  Builders  Transpor¬ 
tation  Company  and  MC  140546,  Road- 
bound  Truck  Company,  now  assigned 
February  10,  1976,  at  Little  Rock.  Ark.,  Is 


postponed  to  March  29,  1976  (3  days),  at 
Little  Rock,  Ark.,  Transportation  Commis¬ 
sioner  Ro(xn,  Justice  Building,  State 
Capitol. 

I  8c  S  M  28866,  General  Increase.  December 
1975,  N.F.T3.,  and  I  &  S  M  28866  Sub  1. 
General  Increase,  January.  1976,  NJr.T3., 
now  assigned  March  8, 1976,  at  Washington, 
D.C..  Is  cancelled.  The  rates  are  being  can¬ 
celled. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-3710  Filed  2-5-76:8:45  am] 


FOURTH  SECTION  APPUCATIONS 
FOR  RELIEF 

February  3,  1976. 

An  application,  as  summarized  below, 
has  be^  filed  requesting  relief  from  the 
requirements  of  Section  4  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act  to  permit  common 
carriers  named  or  described  in  the  aiH>U- 
cation  to  maintain  higher  rates  and 
charges  at  intermediate  points  than 
those  sought  to  be  established  at  more 
distant  points. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  a^iUca- 
tion  must  be  prepared  in  accordance  with 
Rule  40  of  the  General  Rules  of  Practice 
(49  CFR  1100.40)  and  filed  on  or  before 
February  23, 1976. 


FSA  No.  43118 — PipeHne  Rates — 
Petroleum  Products  from  and  to  the 
Southtoest.  Filed  by  Kaneb  Pipe  Line 
Company  (KPL) ,  (No.  2) ,  for  interested 
carriers.  Rates  on  petroleum  products,  as 
described  in  the  application,  from  points 
in  Kansas  and  Oklahmna,  to  Milford. 
Iowa. 

Grounds  for  relief — Carrier  cmnpeti- 
tion. 

Tariff — ^Kaneb  Pipe  Line  Company 
tariff  1-P,  I.C.C.  No.  10.  Rates  are  pub¬ 
lished  to  become  effective  (xi  March  1, 
1976. 

PSA  No.  43119— Joint  RaU-Water  Con¬ 
tainer  Rates — Far  Eastern  Shipping 
Company.  Filed  by  Far  Eastern  Shipping 
Compcmy,  (No.  1),  (FESCO  Series),  for 
itself  and  interested  rail  carriers.  Rates 
on  general  commodities,  from  rail  car¬ 
rier’s  container  interchange  terminals  at 
Atlantic  Coast  seaports,  to  ports  in  Japan 
and  Hong  Kong. 

Grounds  for  relief — Water  competi¬ 
tion. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.76-3711  Filed  3-6-76:8:45  am] 
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